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A. Introduction’

1. The Agricultural Services Support Project (ASSP) financing agreement was approved by IFAD’s
Executive Board in December 2010 and became effective on February 22, 2012 with the signature of
the Financing Agreement and will complete on February 22, 2017. This USD 25.02 million project is
jointly financed by the Government of Botswana (USD 19.08m) and the International Fund for
Agricultural Development (USD 5.6m divided between a loan USD 4.04m and a grant of USD 1.61m).
The goal of the project is to contribute to economic diversification, reduction of rural poverty and food
insecurity, and improved livelihoods of rural communities. The development objective is to achieve a
viable and sustainable smallholder agricultural sector based on faming as a business which is not
reliant on subsidies or welfare measures. Key anticipated results are a significant increase in
household income from crop production in 13,000 of the 20,000 targeted households by 2016, and an
increase in average cereal yields from 0.25 t/ha to 1.0 t/ha. In addition, the ASSP is to construct and
render functional 15 Agricultural Service Centres (ASC) located in 7 districts and build and implement
a 29 ha wastewater irrigation scheme to grow horticultural produce.

2. The objectives of the mission were to assess progress against objectives materialized in the
April 2012-March 2013 annual work plan and budget, provide implementation support to both
technical and financial management aspects of project implementation, and help the team develop a
monitoring and evaluation system as a key management tool going forward. Two field trips were
conducted during the course of the mission. A one day field trip was taken to visit a GoB facility in
Good Hope which provides mechanization services to commercial farmers. The mission then visited
two large farms in the area which used the mechanization services provided by the centre and
discussed different aspects of the GoB agricultural subsidy programme with a farm owner and farm
manager. The group continued on to MoA sub-district office in Mmathethe which is a future site of an
ASC to discuss mechanization issues with sub-district officials. A second group travelled to Palapye
for three days to ascertain progress on the pilot wastewater irrigation scheme, including land clearing
& allocation, environmental impact assessment, water quality and availability. The mission met with
the MoA Sub-district office, Water Utilities Corporation and Land Board in Palapye, the Department of
Environmental Affairs and the MoA Central District Department of Agriculture in Serowe and the MoA
Agribusiness department in Gaborone.

3. To facilitate the collection and sharing of information and to solicit input from stakeholders on
key strategic issues, the Project Management Team (PMT) organized three roundtable discussions on
financial management, the establishment of ASCs and monitoring and evaluation which were
attended by a wide cross-section institutions involved in ASSP implementation. Mission members met
with the Assistant Minister of Agriculture, the Deputy Permanent Secretary from the MoA, The Director
and Deputy Director of Crop Production, and senior officials within the Ministry of Finance and
Development Planning (MFDP). A wrap-up meeting was held at the Ministry of Agriculture which was
attended by several members of the Project Steering Committee as well senior officials within the
MoA.

4, The mission would like to express its appreciation to MoA senior management, officials from the
MFDP, the PMT, the Palapye Land Board, WUC Palapye, DEA Serowe, the MoA Palapye Sub-district
and Serowe Central District, Agribusiness department and the NAMPAAD Mechanization facility at
Good Hope for their availability and constructive efforts. In particular, the mission recognizes with
thanks the involvement of the GoB mission team members for their valuable insights and
contributions.

Mission composition: Geoffrey Livingston, CPM and Mission Leader; Helle Qwist-Hoffmann, Botswana-based consultant
and Deputy Mission Leader; William Oliemans, irrigation consultant ; Godfrey Wanjohi, financial management consultant,
Oscar Damen, M&E consultant, Nelson Kabomo, GoB principal agricultural mechanization officer, Pelontle Seabe, GoB
youth officer; Ms Sebi, GoB agricultural officer.
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B. Overall assessment of ASSP implementation

5. The ASSP has made very limited progress over the last six months, despite a high level of
dedication by PMT members. At the current pace of implementation, it is unrealistic to expect that
even a small part of anticipated objectives will be attained at project completion. The level of budget
execution for the 2012-2013 annual work plan was 17% of projected expenditures, all of which were
consumed by Component 3 (Project Management) thus no funds have been expended for either of
the two technical components of the project. If one subtracts salaries to PMT staff, the level of budget
execution falls to 2%. No IFAD funds (either loan or grant) have been spent to date.

6. Project procurement of goods and services is substantially behind schedule. Only a small
portion of activities inscribed in the 2012-2013 AWP/B has been executed. For sub-component 1.1,
Agricultural Mechanization, no action has taken place since project inception, excepting a recently
conducted inventory of tractors and farm implements. For sub-component 1.2, Improved Rainfed
Agricultural Practices, Terms of Reference have been finalized for a Research Extension Linkage
Committee, the production of targeted messages on appropriate technologies for one targeted
message among several programmed is on-going but six months behind schedule; programmed
training for agricultural demonstrators and subject matter specialists was not conducted nor was the
regional study tour to observe Farmer Field Schools as programmed in the annual work plan. For sub-
component 1.3, Pilot Scheme for Small Holder Waste Water Irrigation, progress to date on debushing
and preparation of the ToR for the Design of the scheme has been brought into question because the
24 of the 29 ha allocated to the MoA in April 2009 is the object of competing claims registered in 1987
and 1988.

7. Regarding sub-component 1.2, a training needs questionnaire for farmers was sent to district
offices in late February but only four of 10 districts have responded. Two training courses for 90
extension agents were programmed but not implemented. An inventory of refurbishable vehicles
destined for assignment to Agricultural District Offices has been conducted and 10 vehicles are
currently on MoA premises awaiting a procurement process to tender for required repairs. Progress
has been registered for sub-component 2.2, Agricultural Service Centres. A structure in Parakarungu
has been identified for re-purposing. The plot in Tonota has been cleared and quotations are currently
being collected for fencing the site and a temporary site has been identified for ASC activities pending
the construction of the new building.. In Jwaneng, land has been secured and quotations are being
collected for bush clearing. For Component 3, Project Management, approximately 50% of
programmed workshops have been conducted. A tender to conduct a baseline survey was undertaken
but the two resulting financial offers far exceeded the allocated budget thus a new procurement
process will be initiated.

8. To increase the pace of project implementation, several measures are required. MoA senior
management must play a far greater role in supporting and supervising project implementation. At the
level of the PMT, the ASSP project manager needs to drive the execution of the AWPB by closely
monitoring progress against deadlines and milestones and by assuming a more proactive role in
leadership and problem resolution. A more equitable, realistic and rational allocation of responsibilities
among MoA officers is critical. At present, the part-time Irrigation Officer is responsible for the
agricultural mechanization sub-component, the pilot wastewater irrigation component and the ASC
sub-component, representing almost 55% of the project budget. Finally, better communication
between the MFDP and MoA is necessary to avoid a recurrence of problems which has hindered
access to IFAD funds to date.

C. Outputs and outcomes
Component 1: Sustainable Agricultural Production

Sub-component 1.1:Agricultural Mechanization

9. There has been almost no progress in this sub-component. Of the activities inscribed in the
2012-2013 AWPB (3 workshops, tractor and implement survey, situational analysis, training for tractor
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operators, development of model business plans by a consultancy, regional study tour), only the
implement survey and one workshop were completed while the others have not yet started. The
primary reason for the lack of progress is that the Irrigation Officer has been overburdened with too
many responsibilities. The ASSP needs to accord priority to this sub-component as improving the
efficient and timely access to draught power lies at the heart of increasing smallholder yields and
income. ASSP and ISPAAD investments in agricultural inputs and the construction of ASCs can only
have the desired impact if tractor service issues have been satisfactorily resolved.

10. In the short term, the ASSP needs to ensure that tractor operators for the 2013-2014
agricultural campaign are selected at an early stage and then undergo tractor operation and
maintenance training at the five MoA training facilities. Associated costs for training such as
transportation and per diems could be financed through the ASSP budget. At present, ISPAAD tractor
operators cannot be trained through appropriate MoA training programmes. This is counterproductive
to MoA goals of increased productivity. Secondly, the ASSP needs to move forward on the MoA
objective to privatize (either through sale or lease) the 60 tractors and associated farming implements
which are currently in the ISPAAD inventory. A decision must be taken on whether to lease with an
option to buy or outright sale of the equipment. This should be informed through the situational
analysis which is programmed in this year’s annual work plan. Based on the decision of the MoA, the
ASSP should rapidly move forward with the sale or lease of the equipment. Finally, the MoA needs to
delegate a senior agricultural mechanization officer to pilot these vital activities.

Sub-Component 1.2: Improved Rainfed Agricultural Practices.

11. The 2012-2013 AWPB focus for Sub-Component 1.2 was to address a number of factors
contributing to the prevailing low yields in the arable sub-sector. This would be done by facilitating the
development and transfer of appropriate, improved agronomic technologies through establishment of
links between research, extension and farmers (in the form of the establishment of a MoA-based
Research Extension Linkage Committee), an assessment of the efficiency of the existing ‘District
Technical Committees’ to coordinate demonstrations on farmers’ fields, as well as through a ‘targeted
message’ on conservation agriculture). A Training Needs Assessment (TNA) would be conducted to
assess the training needs of farmers to adopt appropriate technologies. The project furthermore
intended to conduct a regional tour for farmers and extension staff to study the Farmers’ Field School
approach in preparation for establishing Farmers’ Field Schools on Conservation Agriculture in
Botswana.

12.  There has been very little progress on this sub-component. A combined ‘Component-focused
Workshop’ was conducted in Tonota for all ASSP sub-components. Consultations and information
meetings about ASSP have been conducted with the target community. A TNA form was sent to the
ten Districts to assess farmers’ training needs; four Districts replied. ToR was developed for the
‘Research-Extension Linkage Committee’, and an assessment made regarding the efficiency of the
District Technical Committees’ ability to coordinate demonstrations on farmers’ fields. At the time of
assessment two (out of the ten ‘District Technical Committees’) were active. (At the time of this 2
Joint Implementation Support Mission five committees are active). The targeted message on
conservation agriculture is under development (final product scheduled for Sep. 2013). The Farmers’
Field School study tour was deferred to the AWPB 2013-2014. At the current rate of implementation,
the sub-component will not reach its targets during the life of the project.

Sub-component 1.3: Palapye Wastewater Irrigation Scheme.

13. Progress in the Irrigation Component is behind schedule. Measured against the AWP/B for
2012-2013, some progress was noted on component activity 1.3.2 ‘Development of wastewater
irrigation scheme’, whilst little progress was made on activity 1.3.1 ‘Stakeholder consultation and
analysis’. No progress was made on activity 1.3.3 ‘Compliance with established wastewater quality
standards’. Of the ten agreed actions during the previous Implementation Support Mission, four have
been partially completed. Work has not yet commenced on the remaining six agreed actions.

14.  Good progress has been made on; (i) the preparation of the Terms of Reference (ToR) for the
design of the wastewater irrigation scheme. The ToR was reviewed and requires minor changes
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before finalisation. Partial progress was made on; (ii) debushing of the 29 ha plot in Palapye; (iii) the
drafting of selection criteria for beneficiaries; and (iv) consultation with the Department of
Cooperatives on the future set-up of a Water User Organisation. No progress was made on issues
such the development of a management model for the scheme or the eligibility for financing for the
type of smallholders that are foreseen in the pilot project. At the current rate of implementation, the
component will not reach its objectives within the planned timeframe.

15. It was agreed that action would be taken on; (i) continued measurement of water quantity;
(ii) procurement of water quality and wastewater risk analysis; (iii) procurement of the EIA and Design;
(iv) securing the eligibility for financing for the future smallholders in the irrigation scheme; and
(v) drawing up a training and communication programme for the beneficiaries.

16. Land allocation: In the course of the mission, it became clear that the land allocated for the
scheme is not secured. This is an immediate threat to achieving the objectives of the component.
A lease agreement for 29.37 ha of land in Palapye sub-district was signed between the Ministry of
Agriculture and the Land Board on the 1% of May 2009% Based on the information provided by the
Land Board, it is now apparent that of the total land allocated for the irrigation scheme, 23.3 ha is
considered an ‘encroachment’ into the plot of a claimant. The individual received the title deed for a
100 ha plot in the area in 1987°. This conflicting allocation was not noted when the lease agreement
was signed between the Ministry of Agriculture and the Land Board in 2009. It was agreed that urgent
action of this issue would be taken to ensure any progress to be made in the component.

17.  Procurement of service providers and technical assistance: Progress is decidedly behind
schedule and, assuming the land allocation issue will be resolved, procurement of service providers
and follow-up of activities on-the-ground are urgently required to reach the goals of the pilot project.
There is a clear potential for viable horticulture business development in the scheme if the quality of
design and implementation is adequate and a working management model for operation &
maintenance is developed.

18.  Given the limited availability of the Irrigation Officer in the PMT, there is a serious risk that this
potential will not be realised.. It was agreed that the Palapye team would be strengthened through
improved coordination and planning and to request that the DCP include the MoA Youth Officer in the
field team. It was also agreed that international technical assistance would be procured to; (i) provide
overall planning and implementation support to the component; (i) develop a step-wise —
multidisciplinary process integrating technical, horticulture business, scheme management and
training-communication steps; and (iii) develop a well-documented scheme management model with
an eye to future wastewater irrigation development in the country.

Component 2: Enabling Environment for Smallholder Agriculture
Sub-Component 2.1: Improved Delivery of Extension Services.

19. The 2012-2013 AWPB focus for Sub-Component 2.1 was to address some of the main
constraints that limit the efficiency and outreach of the extension service. This would predominantly be
done through appropriate capacity development of extension staff and through provision of transport
and communication means to the ASC focus areas, Jwaneng, Parakarungu and Tonota.

20. Progress in this sub-component is significantly behind schedule. A combined ‘Component-
focused Workshop’ was conducted in Tonota for all ASSP sub-components. Consultations and
information meetings about ASSP have been conducted with extension staff at District and Sub-
District levels. Sub-District level ASSP Focal Points have been selected and a Training-of-Trainers
(ToT) course conducted to enable the focal points to lead ASSP processes in their Sub-Districts.
Following the ToT, establishment of Sub-District ASSP Implementation Teams is now under

The agreement entered into force on the 15th of April 2009 (retroactively).

An additional title deed was issued in 1988 for an additional 100 ha plot which partially (42.9 has) encroaches into the plot
of the claimant. As can be seen on the sketch map provided by the Land Board, a small part of the 29.37 has is therefore
‘triple allocated’.
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consideration. Also following the ToT, the focal points are presently developing ASSP Sub-District
AWPBs.

21. The planned TNA to assess the capacity development needs of extension staff to be able to
facilitate ASSP at field level was not conducted. Hence, the intended trainings for SMSs and ADs on
extension methodologies were also not conducted. Neither was the planned needs assessment and
prioritization of hiring temporary extension staff (in lieu of the initially planned additional 50 ADs). With
regard to provision of transport and communication for ADs: an inventory of refurbishable vehicles
was conducted; as a result ten vehicles are now at MoA HQs awaiting refurbishment. The process for
the procurement of the three vehicles for the ASC focus areas has just started and is significantly
behind schedule. Procurement for the desktop and laptop computers as well as the internet modems
and stationary is awaiting award In the coming days. A vehicle for the PMT was procured in May
2013. The planned review of MoA’s input procurement process (in order to increase the probability of
timely reception of inputs) was not conducted.

22.  For ASSP to have any chances of success in reaching out to the target groups it is crucial that
the extension staff are actively involved in the execution of the project, and that an enabling
environment is created for them to be able to function efficiently. The appointment of ASSP Focal
Points is an important step in the right direction. However, for the focal points to be able to function
effectively and drive ASSP in the field, they need support and backstopping, and (most likely)
additional training beyond the 5-days ToT. The focal points should be fully involved from the onset of
the annual work planning process (which from next year is recommended to start from the field level,
and be preceded by an annual review in the form of an internal evaluation workshop with extension
agents and PMT).

23. Other measures to increase the likelihood of effective targeting would be: conducting Training
Needs Assessments (TNAs) prior to the design of any capacity development initiatives so that the
training content, level, methods and approaches, venue, timing, etc. are appropriately adapted to the
target group for the specific capacity development effort. Also, reaching out and effectively targeting
women and youth requires an active approach that ensures that the planned actions are appropriate
and attractive for women and youth, and designed to include them to the largest extent possible.
Collaboration is recommended with the gender focal points and the youth officers in MoA HQs and in
the Districts/Extension Areas.

24.  Another initiative to facilitate engagement of extension staff would be to make basic information
about ASSP available to all extension staff. The development of an “ASSP Facilitators’ Overview”
booklet that describes ASSP, brief and concise, but with some explanations with regard to approach
is recommended, as it is not realistic (nor intended) that the extension staff read the full ASSP Design
Document.

Sub-component 2.2: Agricultural Service Centres.

25. There has been some progress in the ASC sub-component for the pilot centres. In
Parakarungu, a storage structure has been identified for conversion to an ASC. The local farmers’
committee has usage rights to the land and the District Agricultural Coordinator is currently in
discussions with the committee to convert the site. In Tonota, the allocated plot has been cleared and
quotations are now being collected for fencing the area. For Jwaneng, land has been secured and
quotations have been selected for bush clearing and fencing.

26. Interest among agro-chemical dealers to sell product through the ASCs appears high. The PMT
organized two roundtable discussions with significant participation from private operators in Gaborone
in early April and also during the current mission which were attended by Seed Co and AgriChem.
Given the volume of fertilizers, seeds and herbicides subsidized by ISPAAD (approximately
USD 25 million/year) and the existence of a voucher scheme where subsidized inputs can be
redeemed by registered input suppliers, there is a very attractive business opportunity which could
increase the proximity of supply sources to farmers while expanding the input distribution network.
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27. There are several key outstanding questions which require responses, a small sample of which
include: What is the potential market for tractor spare parts, lubricants, animal feeds and veterinary
products in each of the 15 ASCs? What is the potential market for tractor repair services? What are
viable supply chain options? (sales representatives of input suppliers stationed at the ASCs, or
products provided on a consignment basis by national input suppliers to either the ASC management
committee or a local business person); On what basis would interested suppliers be selected? Would
retail space be rented to selected vendors and if so, what would derived income be used for? What
obligations would suppliers have in terms of training farmers in the correct selection and use of
inputs? What would be the composition and duties of the ASC Management Committee? How will
inputs from private sector operators be included in the design of the 15 ASC? What role would the
MoA play in the management and which (if any) ministry personnel would be stationed at the centre?
A services contract should be tendered to an experienced agricultural consulting firm to help the
ASSP gain greater clarity on these issues.

Sub-Component 2.3: Institutional Strengthening.

28. The project’s institutional strategy for the 2012-2013 AWPB is to work through, complement
and strengthen the main actors in the rainfed and irrigation sectors, including government agencies,
parastatals, NGOs, traditional kgotla leadership, VDCs, farmers’ committees and associations, youth
groups, private sector and other civil society partners. Dialogue with private sector actors to engage in
the provision of services to farmers and management of the ASCs has started. A workshop was
conducted in Tonota with focus on the ASCs and the involvement of the private sector. Likewise there
has been a dialogue with PPP experts from MFDP to learn about the rules and regulations and
possible modalities around PPPs. ASSP staff regularly takes part in ISPAAD meetings in order to be
able to follow and influence the programme.

29. Following the project’s strategy to collaborate with main actors that could strengthen ASSP
initiatives, it is recommended that a concerted effort be made to engage MoA’s Dep. of Agribusiness
Promotion in ASSP’s efforts to promote ‘farming as a business’ and develop agribusiness skills
among extension staff and farmers. The Dep. of Agribusiness Promotion has at several occasions
indicated that they are capable and willing and have the resources to assist ASSP in this. They have
staff at District and often also at Sub-District levels; their field staff have an extension background,
with additional training in agribusiness development, so they appreciate the farmers’ considerations
with regard to venturing into agribusiness development. Involvement of the Youth Officers and gender
focal points in MoA headquarters and the districts extension areas is of crucial importance for
effective targeting of these groups.

30. Strengthening M&E Capacity in the MOA. During 2005-07 an FAO technical cooperation
project prepared the ground in the MOA for the establishment of an integrated M&E/MIS System, and
the ASSP design includes funds to support the implementation of such a system. However, there is a
need to consider technological developments, institutional changes and the experience gained with
national M&E/MIS systems in the agricultural sector during the five years since this proposal was
prepared. There is also a new initiative to prepare a proposal for an Information Management System
(IMS) in the MOA, a concept similar to the M&E/MIS system but with ambitions to more broadly
integrate existing systems such as the livestock identification trace-back system (LITS) with an
M&E/MIS system for projects and programmes in the sector. Financial and technical constraints have
negatively affected progress on the IMS. It is therefore recommended to use ASSP resources to first
identify and visit a country in the region where a similar system has been developed and is operating
successfully, and in dialogue with FAO, to recruit a short-term specialist who can assist with
developing a new proposal or updating the existing proposal in line with current needs and priorities

D. Project implementation progress and M&E

Project Management

31.  Project management both within the PMT and among MoA senior management needs to be
greatly strengthened if the project is to achieve its objectives. At the PMT level, there needs to be a
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closer monitoring of implementation progress against deadlines and milestones established in the
AWPB, which should be used as the principal management tool to track annual progress against
objectives. Greater quality control regarding annual work plan and budget submissions is required.
Although there was significant improvement in the second AWPB, there continued to be arithmetic
errors which should have been picked up by project management prior to submission to the project
steering committee and IFAD for approval and non-objection. This resulted in delays in the conferral
of IFAD’s Non-Obijection.

32. Greater pro-activity is necessary to resolve implementation roadblocks. The level of
consultations and joint strategic planning with partners such as CEDA, LEA and the MoA Department
of Agricultural Business Promotions needs to be much more substantive. To the mission’s knowledge,
there are no substantive documents or agreements with key partners outlining possible collaboration
in areas such as training. This is particularly worrisome given that the project is one quarter into its life
span. There is also no overarching plan covering the five year implementation period to achieve
project goals. For instance, the project is tasked with constructing 15 ASCs yet there is no forward
planning to determine how many ASCs will be built in each of the coming years or how many people
will be trained on a per year basis.

33. At MoA management level, there needs to be a much greater involvement in the oversight and
monitoring of project activities. At the project start-up workshop in April 2012, with the exception of the
opening speech by the Assistant Minister, MoA management was absent, despite strong
management-level representation from virtually all other members of the PSC. If the ASSP is to reach
its objectives, strong interest, involvement and support by MoA management is essential.

34. Discussions were held between the JIST and the PMT regarding the finalization of the Project
Implementation Manual (PIM). It was agreed that IFAD would assist the PMT to finalize the document
during the third quarter of the calendar year.

35. Coherence between the AWPB and Implementation: The 17% level of budget execution
against the 2012-2013 AWPB speaks to the low level of coherence between planning and execution
and this figure actually overestimates the level of expenditures verses programme of work. When one
subtracts the GoB contribution for salaries (which would have been paid whether the ASSP existed or
not), the actual level of budget execution is 2% of programmed activities.

36. Staffing Issues: One of the reasons for the very slow start-up is the competing demands on
several staff members, in particular, the Irrigation Officer, the Procurement Officer and the Financial
Manager. Start-up for the Palapye Wastewater Irrigation Scheme is a heavy load, given that it
involves supervision of design and construction of the irrigation works and the creation of a Water
Users’ Association. The irrigation officer also has responsibility for piloting the agricultural
mechanization and the agricultural service centre sub-components. This represents over one half of
the ASSP budget. This workload is on top of his other responsibilities (the 450 hectare Lotsane
Irrigation Scheme and co-responsibility for the 70 ha Dikabeya Irrigation scheme.) This is clearly an
impossible task. Regarding the Procurement Officer, he has responsibility for all DCP procurement
including ISPAAD which is in excess of USD 30 million per annum, and this, in addition to his ASSP
related duties. The ASSP Financial Controller is frequently unavailable due to competing demands
from other divisions within the MoA. Under these circumstances, the project will not be able to achieve
its objectives.

37. Baseline survey. In October 2012, five local firms responded to an invitation for expressions
of interest to conduct the ASPP “Result Impact Management System (RIMS) baseline survey”. One
out of three technical proposals that were subsequently submitted was considered inadequate by the
MOA. The mission reviewed the other two proposals, neither of which presents a clear approach or
shows a clear understanding of the requirements. These proposals are not considered sufficiently
responsive to the needs of ASSP. In both cases the financial proposal exceeds USD 500,000 which is
more than 10 times the typical cost of these types of surveys.

38. While the tender documents are of good quality with clear evaluation criteria, the one-page
TOR does not provide enough guidance. Moreover, the TOR is for a ‘narrow’ survey which would
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collect data only on IFAD RIMS impact indicators, but would not capture critical information related to
the project development objective and outcomes, such as technology adoption and change in
productivity. It would therefore be of limited use to the GoB. It has been agreed to re-tender with
revised and expanded TOR that address the need to collect data on RIMS impact indicators as well
as project outcome indicators. Draft TOR for an expanded baseline survey will be included in the
supervision report. It is recommended to invite proposals after prequalifying potential service
providers in the region. Oversight of the survey work, to ensure that the required results are delivered,
will be the responsibility of a Surveys/Studies Reference Committee (SRC) with representatives from
selected line Ministries and MOA Departments.

Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E) System.

39. ASSP does not yet have an operational M&E system: the principal monitoring tool until now has
been basic tabulated performance data added to activities in the AWPB. This is important, but much
more is needed. The outline of an M&E system for the project has been discussed and agreed, which
will be elaborated in the supervision report. It will consist of: (i) a template to add status information to
planned activities in the AWPB; (ii) a modified and expanded set of output monitoring indicators with
templates for data collection by project implementers; (iii) a physical progress summary table
consistent with the format used in IFAD supervision reports; (iv) the baseline survey and a second
quantitative survey at project completion; and (v) qualitative analysis, including assessment of the
effectiveness of certain interventions such as training, specific studies on innovative project
interventions and results (for example the Palapye Pilot Irrigation Scheme), and case studies to
explain what is behind the numbers. A relatively simple, spread sheet-based system is recommended
for ASSP rather than developing a database.

40. Monitoring will be integrated with implementation and should require minimal separate efforts:
project implementers will record monitoring data which will be compiled by designated M&E focal
points under the Department of Crop Production in each district and the M&E Officer in the PMT.
There will be no survey at mid-term, given the short duration of the project and delays during the first
year. Monitoring and evaluation data will be disaggregated by district, by sex, and for youth (18-35
years). Short-term technical assistance may be needed to make the system operational and to
provide on-the-job training to the M&E Officer, other PMT members, district focal points and field staff
(ADs).

41. Knowledge Management (KM). The 2013/14 AWPB includes procurement of an international
consultant to develop a KM strategy and system. Learning from the experience with Conservation
Agriculture (CA) in other countries, and documenting and sharing lessons from ASSP innovations
(private sector involvement in service delivery including through ASCs; adapting CA to local
conditions; Palapye Pilot Irrigation Scheme) should be central elements of this strategy, which should
be practical and linked to on-going GoB initiatives (MOA communication strategy, e-Government).
The M&E Officer will prepare draft TOR after reviewing similar strategies previously prepared for other
IFAD projects in the region, discuss with the Department of Research, Statistics and Policy
Development and the Department of Corporate Services, and seek feedback from
IFAD/IFADAFRICA.

E. Fiduciary aspects
Financial management

42. Systems and Internal Controls: The project financial management systems and procedures
are in place. They are in form of a framework that includes the financial planning (through Annual
Work Planning and Budgeting process (AWPBs), financial data capturing and accounting system,
financial cash flow management, monitoring and reporting, and procurement and auditing. These
require refinement into clear result oriented processes. The installation of ORACLE accounting
software within the ASSP financial management system is urgently required. Installation should
include the appropriate chart of accounts to facilitate the financial accounting and reporting by
activities, components and expenditure categories, as well as reporting on actual expenditure on
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implemented AWPB activities. Other required additions should include templates for financial
statements for physical and financial progress reports as well as financial statements for Audit. The
other procedures to be defined and developed are the reporting templates for reporting the
expenditures incurred in the project districts against the approved AWPB provisions. The PMT
currently has no capacity for carrying out these enhancements and revisions and it was agreed that
the MFDP should provide technical assistance to ASSP to undertake the tasks by
30 September 2013.

43. The financial management Capacity, performance and financial reporting: The financial
management capacity for the project is inadequate and the performance in terms of access of Loan
and Grant funds has not been effective and efficient. The financial management functions are carried
out by the Financial Controller of the Ministry of Agriculture assisted by an intern and the financial
controller is not fully dedicated to the ASSP. The Financial Controller is supposed to be facilitated by
the Planning office for the access of funds from the MFDP. These arrangements have not been made
to work diligently and in a timely manner for the IFAD loan and Grant Funds.

44. The project requires a qualified two person team which is fully dedicated to the project’s
financial management with no other responsibilities. The assistance from the Planning office for the
facilitation of the access of funds requires to be made efficient and effective. In addition also, each of
the project’s districts will have a specific focal qualified person formally defined and sensitized on the
requirements of the accounting and reporting Statements of expenditure. The Project Manager and
the Director of Crop Production Department, require intensifying their oversight role in resolving the
current funds flow problems and procurement issues with timely, and result oriented directions so as
to remove the negative effect on project implementation.

45. Review of the IFAD Loan and Grant Designated Accounts, Funds Flow and Management;
The two designated accounts, for Loan and Grant Funds have been opened in the Bank of Botswana.
On 9 January 2013, the Grant Fund account was credited with the proceeds of Withdrawal Application
(WA) 1 and 2 made up of USD 22,500 and USD 193,000 respectively. Similarly, the Loan Fund
account has been credited with the proceeds of WA2 amounting to USD 393,000. Out of the Grant
Fund inflow, USD 20,284 has been spent on the Start-up workshop and service providers for the
RIMS workshop. The USD balances of the Grant and Loan Funds accounts have been converted into
Pula and transferred to deposit designated ledger accounts in the Ministry Finance ledger accounts,
numbers 67615 and 65218 respectively. The BWP proceeds conversion from the above
USD proceeds have been confirmed with the statements from the MFDP except for the USD 22,500.

46. The remaining key task is the installation of the cost centres, through which the project activities
will access funds from these accounts. This important process has been unduly delayed leading to
lack of utilization of the IFAD Grant and Loan Funds. It was agreed that the receipt of the proceeds of
USD 22,500 will be confirmed, and the process of installing the ASSP cost centres will be done as a
matter of urgency. Once utilization of Grant and Loan funds starts to be effected, adjustments to the
deposit designated accounts will be adjusted simultaneously, and their monthly statements submitted
to ASSP regularly, at the end of each month.

IFAD Loan and Grant Disbursement

47. IFAD Grant Disbursement: The Disbursement to date has been limited to the Special account
Allocation amounting to USD 215,500 or SDR 139,759. However, as of the date of this mission, the
expenditure incurred is BWP 187,563 or USD 25,000 equivalent, or approximately SDR 16,000. This
represents 2% of projected Loan Ultilization. This amount includes the cost of the start-up workshop,
and other training and the share of the cost of one double cab pickup. The expenditure to date is less
than 30% minimum for WA claim for replenishment. In order to ensure timely submission of the WA, it
was agreed that the requisite Statements of Expenditure (SoEs) should be prepared to await the
achievement of the 30% threshold.

48. IFAD Loan Disbursement: The Disbursement to date has been limited to the part of the
Special account Allocation amounting to USD 393,000 or SDR 254,950. The Loan Agreement
authorizes an allocation of USD 600,000, and the project is entitled to the top-up balance of
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USD 207,000. The mission recommends submission of a WA for this top-up, with the aim of
maximizing cash flow for supporting the expected project activities during implementation take-off. As
for implementation, the project to-date has incurred expenditure amounting to BWP 160,816 or
USD 20,000 equivalent, or approximately SDR 14,000 which represents 1% of the projected Loan
Utilization. This includes the cost of training and the share of the cost of one double cab pickup. The
expenditure to date is less than 30% minimum for WA claim for replenishment. In order to ensure
timely submission of the WA, it was agreed that the requisite SoEs should be prepared to await the
achievement of the 30% threshold.

49. GoB counterpart contribution and Expenditure: All the expenditure incurred to date for the
Project activities has been sourced through the GoB. For 2012/13, the contribution through
Expenditure was BWP 1.6 million or USD 208,000. This amount includes salaries of the PMT staff
amounting to BWP 1.5 million. For the 2013/14 financial year to date, the contribution is
BWP 341,717 or USD 42,715 equivalents. The total contribution to date is USD 62,070. The mission
commends the GoB for the strong commitment to the Project demonstrated by this contribution.

50. Procurement process and management: The procurement plan is consistent with the
2013/14 AWPB and includes all the items not procured in the 2012/13 financial year. The
management of the procurement has not been carried out efficiently, effectively or in a timely manner.
The bidding documents for Goods and Civil works as well as TORs for services are not pro-actively
prepared on time in accordance with the Procurement Plan. The undue delays are contributed partly
by a reported inadequate capacity in the Procurement unit of the Department of Crop Production. The
focal procurement officer for ASSP is reported to be engaged for other major procurements within the
MoA. The procurement delays particularly for Technical assistance and services are also contributed
by failure to prepare or make early arrangements of the required TORs.

51. Progress of the Procurement Plan implementation: As of the date of the mission, two
months into the current financial year 2013/14, only two items have been procured at a cost of BWP
534,000, or USD 71,200 equivalent, out of annual budget of BWP 22.9 million or USD 3.1 million
equivalents. The procurement process for the bulk of the balance is yet to start despite some of them
having been planned for procurement in 2012/13 financial year. It is recommended that the focal
Procurement officer will be with immediate effect be detached from other procurement responsibilities
and be fully dedicated to the procurement of ASSP functions. Further, appropriate technical
assistance will be facilitated that will ensure that the TORs for technical studies and designs for civil
works for ASCs and Irrigation schemes are provided as planned.

52. Review of the Procurement process of the Motor vehicle and the ToT training was carried
out, and the mission was satisfied that the process followed the GoB procurement procedures as laid
down.

Loan Covenants

53. Compliance with Loan Covenants: Apart from slow take off of the programme activities the
mission has not noted any contravention of the Loan covenants.

Audit

54. Statutory Audit: The Loan Financing Agreement require that the audit is carried out and
submitted to GoB and IFAD six months after the end of the financial year falling under audit. The
Financial year 2012/2013 will be the first year of audit. The mission has assisted the PMT to prepare
Draft Financial Statements, Accounts and Reports for Audit that is consistent with International Public
Sector Accounts Standards (IPSAS). It was agreed that draft will be presented to the Auditor General
by 15 June 2013, to enable his office to carry out the audit. Also the draft will be submitted to IFAD
for their comments as required by the Loan and Grant Financing Agreement. It was further agreed
that the PMT will remain engaged with the Office of the Auditor General, so as to ensure clean
audited accounts are submitted to IFAD and GoB on or before 30 September 2013 as required by the
Loan and Grant Financing Agreement.
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55. Internal Audit: The mission notes that the internal audit systems have been mainstreamed as
part of the internal and oversight controls of the project financial transactions. It was agreed that the
internal audit reports will be published at the end of each quarter, which will present the work carried
out, findings and agreed actions.

F. Sustainability

56. The development objective of ASSP is to achieve a viable and sustainable smallholder
agricultural sector based on ‘farming as a business’, and not reliant on subsidies or welfare measures.
Therefore, ensuring sustainability of project interventions should be of main concern from the onset of
the project. In order to increase the likelihood of achieving sustainable impact, an overarching plan for
project implementation including in-built sustainability measures should be developed as soon as
possible, as part of the ‘road map’, or overall plan for project implementation.

57.  Such a strategy would ensure that planning of project interventions are guided by sustainability
principles, like gradually moving away from subsidies (in order to create a self-sustaining agricultural
sector), increasing productivity (since at least reasonable productivity is a prerequisite for profitable
‘farming as a business’), developing capacities among the target group in agribusiness development,
and among the service providers in providing efficient services to the farming community, without
support from the project.

G. Conclusion

58. The ASSP has gotten off to a very slow start with little progress made during the first 15 months
of implementation, and this despite significant efforts on the part of many PMT members. This is
particularly worrisome given the short, five year lifespan of the ASSP. Unless there is a substantial
increase in pace, the project is likely to achieve few (if any) of its objectives. There needs to be a
reinvigoration of project management, greater technical assistance available to the ASSP, particularly
in the areas of agricultural mechanization, irrigation development, procurement and financial
management and greater implication, support and oversight of MoA senior management if the ASSP
is to have an impact on improved smallholder revenues and generate the results desired by the GoB,
Botswana farmers and other stakeholders.
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Basic Facts
Country Botswana |Project ID 1546 Loan/DSF Grant No. |818
Project Agricultural Services Support Project g?g;#p Loan/DSF
Date of Update 04-Jun-2013
Supervising Inst. IFAD/IFAD

No. of
No. of Implementation
Supervisions Support/Follow-up

missions

26- Last .
;ast - Oct- Implementation 08-Feb-2013
upervision | 507 Support/Follow-up
mission
USD million Disb. rate %
Approval 05-Dec-2010 Total financing 25.02
Agreement 21-Feb-2012 Effectiveness lag 14.8 IFAD Total 5.65
Entry into force 21-Feb-2012 PAR value |- IFAD loan 4.04 10
First disbursement DSF grant
MTR Last amendment IFAD grant 1.61 14
Original completion |31-Mar-2017 Last audit Domestic Total 19.37
Current completion [31-Mar-2017 Beneficiaries 0.29 0
- . Government
Original closing 30-Sep-2017 (National) 19.08 1
. External

Current closing 30-Sep-2017 Cofinancing Total
No. of extensions |0

Project Performance Ratings

B.1 Fiduciary Aspects

|Last|Current | B.2 Project implementation progress

| Last| Current

1. Quality of financial management

2. Acceptable disbursement rate

3. Counterpart funds

4. Compliance with financing covenants

5. Compliance with procurement

6. Quality and timeliness of audits

3 3
3 3
4 5
4 5

1. Quality of project management
2. Performance of M&E

3. Coherence between AWPB &
implementation

4. Gender focus

'5. Poverty focus

'6. Effectiveness of targeting approach
'7. Innovation and learning

_.8. Climate and environment focus

2

A M DM M b

2
3

w

A MDd

B.3 Outputs and outcomes

| Last|Current | B.4 Sustainability

| Last | Current

1. Sustainable Agricultural Production

2. Enabling Environment for Smallholder

Agriculture

4 3
4 3

1. Institution building (organizations, etc.)
2. Empowerment

:3. Quality of beneficiary participation

_4. Responsiveness of service providers
5. Exit strategy (readiness and quality)
6. Potential for scaling up and replication

4

4
4
4

4

4
4
4

B.5 Justification of ratings
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Certain ratings in B4 eg. empowerment, service provision, beneficiary participation were given a “4” project as the project has
not yet involved beneficiaries or service providers thus there is no basis on which to rate these categories. Weak financial and
project management capacity is a significant obstacle to effective planning and implementation. Project activities are
significantly behind schedule as per the 2012-13 AWPB, particularly those related to training. Slow procurement of goods and
services retards progress. Substantive relationships with key implementing partners, particularly for training, have not yet been
established. Some progress registered in Sub-Component 1.3 (Waste Water Irrigation) but progress has been compromised by
the existence of competing land claims on the 29 ha plot allocated to Min. Agriculture in 2009. Also some activity in 2.2
(Agricultural Service Centres), with preliminary preparation and tendering at three of the future 15 sites. Weak project
management is a large constraint on progress to date.

Overall Assessment and Risk Profile

Last Current
C.1 Physical/financial assets 4 3
C.2 Food security 4 3
C.3 Quality of natural asset improvement and climate resilience
c4 Overall <b>implementation progress</b> (Sections B1 and B2) 3 3

Rationale for implementation progress rating

The start-up continues to be extremely slow and this is particularly worrisome given the relatively short life span of the ASSP
(60 months). The quality of financial management has been weak and this is a reflection of the part time status of the financial
manager and also a lack of experience in the financial administration of donor-supported projects. IFAD has repeatedly asked
for more support from the MoA for financial management and procurement but this has, to date, had no effect. Procurement is
slow, also due to the part-time status of the procurement officer, More forward planning for procurement will expedite the
acquisition of goods and services. Project management has been weak and insufficient attention has been paid to the project
by senior management within the ministry. M&E is beginning to take form. The project has struggled with the AWPB process
but the 2nd AWPB was done much quicker than the 2012-13 document but nevertheless there are still fundamental problems
with correct budgetization. The team is still struggling with targeting issues but understands the need to focus on smallholders,
particularly women and youth.

C.5 Likelihood of achieving the development objectives (section B3 and B4) 3 3

Rationale for development objectives rating

Given the present pace of implementation, the chance of the project meeting its development objectives is slim to nil. There
are, however, positive signs of a substantive engagement on the part of the MoA senior management which is indispensable.
Improved project leadership and management is critical to moving the project forward.

Risks Short description of major risks for each section and their impact on achievement of development objectives and

c6 sustainability

The GoB has the best transparent Public Financial management Governance in Southern Africa using
the yard stick of TI CPI index. However, the lack full time dedication and financial accounting
experience of the financial management team indicates a critical professional capacity gap. This is
likely to lead to poor accounting and reporting. The MFDP support is inadequate, and so is the
oversight of the MOA senior management. These issues pose real risks to the ASSP financial
Management.

Fiduciary aspects

The project is understaffed with most of the team members serving on a half-time basis. Also, the
project management is weak and shows inadequate leadership. Lack of full buy-in by field-based

Project extension officers and partner training institutions is a risk to progress. Slow procurement processes
implementation could have a very negative effect on the establishment of an irrigated scheme and the construction of
progress 15 agricultural service centres. In addition, lack of a secure lease agreement for the 29 ha plot due to

pre-existing competing claims (which were not picked up by the local land board)would, in effect,
-render impossible IFAD's grant support for this activity given the short time frame of the project.

Outputs and After 15 months of implementation, the project is still very much in start-up mode and, at the present
outcomes rate, no real impacts can be reasonably expected.
Sustainability See above

Proposed Follow-up

lssue / Problem Rocommended Action @ e Timing . Status
Assistance in AWPB preparation Financial management expert and Gabs-based Mid-January Done
sultant to provide support.
Uncertain way forward for the ASCs Develop ToRs for a consultancy to define 30 August On-going
operational modalities, 2013
Lack of medium term planning Develop life of project timeline for major deliverables 30 July 2013 On-going
Insufficient guidance and codification of Hire consultant to improve financial mgmt. manual. 30 Sept 2013 October
financial mgmt. procedures 2013
Poor mechanization services Organize training in operation and maintenance for ~ ASAP
tractor operators
Poor performance of govt. owned tractors Develop plan to privatize 60 GoB tractors 30 Sept.
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2013
Slow development of training plan Develop a training plan for farmers and extension 30 Sept 2013
agents
Resolve Palapye land allocation issue Permanent Secretary to take the lead in discussions Immediate Done
with the land board
Only Draft PIM Revise draft with Project Management Team October 2013

Additional observations

The Project Steering Committee was fully supportive of the findings of the mission and is urging the MoA to take a much more
pro-active stance. The ministry has named the Irrigation Officer on a full time basis to ASSP activities which is a big advantage
to the project. A new Deputy Director of Crop production is taking an active interest in the project. The coming months will
provide a clearer view of the way forward for the GoB and for IFAD.
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Activity When ResponsT Status Comments/Questions
Vote Outputs /[ Planned Where | Target Unit Qi Qz Qa3 T3
Code s (Area of
Activities
)
1.1 Agricultural Mechanization
111 Stakeholder Consultation
and analysis
1111 Chobe,Cen 3 Workshop X s
Componentfocus tral & Lumped togetheras common w’shops on ASSp; |W'shop (overall for ASSP) in Tonota (focus =
Southern , mechanization, combined with agronomyand
(workshop for no specificw’shops have taken place foranalysis [ o) ¢ 0t rn T nd chobe. shifted to this June
mechanization dealers) of mechanization
Tractorand Implements
1.1.2 Census
Establish number of Tocal T Survey X Desktop study done — according to Annual
existing tractors and Report. Information supplied by the districts
implements via a questionnaire
Situational analysis of Consultan MEE
fEits Mechanisation sector v No consultancy yet
National T X X What was planned for this output? (Part of
Privatisation Nothing done on this planned consultancy?)
Mechanisation strategy What was planned for this output? (Part of
Nothing done on this planned consultancy?)
Tegaland Administrative |Chobe Cen 3 X X
Consultations on Sale of |t.& Whatwas planned for this output? (Partof
GovernmentMachinery |southern Nothing done on this planned consultancy?)
Asses Tractor Implement National 1 X X
off Season Work Whatwas planned forthis output? (Partof
Oportunity Nothing done on this planned consultancy?)
Assess animal drawn Chobe,Cen 3 Desktop X X X s
equipment Requirements  |t& Study
Southern Nothing done on this Desk study status?
114 Training for contractors
Strengthen partnership X X X X
with relevant Relevantinst.is BCA.Only internal
institutions Only internal discussions w/ Nelson. discussions w/ Nelson.
Facilitate development T Curriculu X TS
of training curricula. @ Nothing done
Training of private Chobe Dist T Course X 5
Machinery Operators Nothing done Scheduled for this year3rd Q
Training of private Central DI T Course 3 s
Machinery Operators Nothing done Scheduled for this year
Training of private Southern d T Course 3 s
Machinery Operators Nothing done Scheduled for this year
Strengthen 5 Mapietse metwith Botswana Training
partnerships for Authority. He is part of the sub-com mittee
accreditation In process. for Ag mechanization training.
Tis Access to Financial
Services By Contractors
Tocal Consit To Develop T Business X TS
Model Buss Plans Plan Notdone.
116 Study tours for MoA
staff
MOA Mechanization Staff [Zambia/ 1 Tour X s
tour Zimbabwe
Notdone
Improved Rainfed
1.2 Agricultural Practices
Stake Holder
1.2.1 Consultation & Analysis
Chobe,cen 3 Workshop X 2y
Component e Lumped togetheras common w’shops on
focus(workshop for BOTHarm Partly done, as partof overall ASSP w'shop, in ASSP;no specificw’shops/consultation
demonstration farmers) Tonotaonly taken place for demonstration farmers
1.2.2 (Adaptive Research
PMT 3 Meeting X X X AO ToR for Research, Extension & Farmer Linkages
Committee done. Comm ittee members
Establish research identified and MoA management to formerly
farmerand extension appointmembers. First meeting of the
linkage committee Committee by end of June 2013. ToR received
M T Message X AC Literature review on targeted messages (e.g
Produce targeted Conservation Agriculture) on-going. Draft to be
messages on circulated for comments (by when?). Product to
appropriate be ready by 2nd Quarter as reflected in AWPB
technologies 2013-2014
TNA partly done forstaff needs. Form sent
Technical training of to the Districts. Needs follow-up. Training
1.2.3 ADs and SM Ss plan status? #1,2,3in AM agreed actions
Procure International |Local T Trainer 3 FO/A0
Trainer Notdone
Training of ADs and Tocal 7 Training 3 70
SMSs (2 groups) Notdone
T34 Farmer Field School for
Coservation Agriculture
Regional tour to observe  |Regional T Tour X PM/AO
operations on farmer field
schools Notdone. Postponed till 2013-2014 w'plan.
Anumberof activities not mentioned in the
AW PB 2012-2013 for the irrigation scheme
have taken place, orare on-going, like
procedures for beneficiary selection,
Pilot Scheme forSmall collaboration with Div. of Cooperatives,
holder W aste water WUAS, etc. (#13, 14 and 15in AM Agreed
1.3 Irrigation Actions).
Stakeholder
Consultation and
1.3.1 analysis
Falapye T Keotla X TS A clearoverview of selection criteria and
meetings developmentsteps in the irrigation
Conduct consultative componentisneeded to feed the
meetings Partially done consultation
Componentfocus Palapye 1 Workshop X s
workshop with
potential farmers The set-up of the component requires
(workshop for elboration to prepare for the exteranl
irrigation farmers) Notdone w'shop
Feasibility study on Palapye & T Study X X MEE
suitability of Waste water
Irrigation scheme and
(Assesmentof performance
of Dikabea Irrigation
scheme ToR fordesign and construction on-going Include Dikabea scheme assessmentin ToR.
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Activity When Status’ Comments/Questions
Vote Outputs / Planned Where | Target Tnit Qi az a3 a4 Ciiicex(z)
Code Activities (Area of
Activities)
Development of
wastewater irrigation
132 scheme
Awareness Campaignon _ |Palapye Campaign X X X Include ToR for Service Provider Traning and
e e s R Ay Not done Communication.
Palapye T Design X s ToR partly done for Design
Consultant. Draft tender document
has been circulated in MoA for Reviewed during mission; requires minor
Design relevant officers to provide input. |changes before publication.
Palapye T [6A X B [ETAforms have been sent to DEA for
EIA assessment.
Palapye hac X X 1S Status and handling of obstacles to the bush
clearing? Original bulldozer owned by Animal
Husbandry was relocated due to disease
outbreak. Current bulldozer of the Department
for Water Resources sfers from regular
breakdowns and slow repair procedures. Itis
On-going. 30-60% of land hasbeen [layingidle for 5 weesk due to the need to
Bush clearing cleared and destumped replace a hose.
Palapye hac X B N
Sent back for retendering due to only one
director on the winning bid. Recommendation
partially done. Tender awarded for ~ |made for award by Dept. tender board but
Perimeter fencing procurement of materials. rejected by the MTC.
Compliance with
established wastewater
133 quality standards
X X x X assigned to carry out the daily discharge
measurement of the outflow. Status of this?
Compliance with ToR development on-going for Does this measurement include quality
ished private company to carry out controls of water quality? -Beside the
quality standards independent water quality analysis. _|irrigation officer's controls, also independent
Enabling for Small Holder Agriculture
Activity When Responsible
Code Outputs/ Planned Where Target Unit a1 Qz Q3 Q4 Officer(s)
Activities (Area of
Acti
Improved Delivery of
2.1 Extension Services
211 Conduct needs assesment |AIl Districts (I 1 study X DAC Same questionnaire for ADs and farmers. Sub-
Needs assessment sentout. Only 4 |district ASSP focal points will follow up.
districts responded. Conclusions due end of June.
2.1.2 Training & Study Tours
Training course for AD's on |All Districts (I 60 No. X AO
extension methodology
approach (2 groups) Not done
Training course for SMS's |All Districts (I 30 No. X AO
on extension methodology
approach Not done
713 Transport &
Communication for ADs
Conductinventry of
refurbishable vehicles Done Vehicles are at MoA
Procurement of Vehicles  [Local 3 [No. X X PM/PO [Status? Status for the other two vehicles?
Procurement of Desk Top Local 10 No. x PM/PO
Computers Tender process completed. Since when? When will award be confered?
Procurement of Laptops Local B No. X PM/PO idem idem Was this one procurement?
214 Reccurent Costs
Fuel and Maintenance of _|Chobe,Centrall 3 s X X DAC
Vehicles Status?
Communication (airtime _|Chobe,Centrall 3 [is 3 3 DAC
for phone + internet
mordems) Status?
Procurement of Stationary |Chobe,Centrall 3|5 X X X DAC Status?
22 Agricultural Service Centers,
221 Consultations around
the ASC concept
Consultations around Chobe,Centrall 3 |Meetings X A0 Done. Parakarungu: Will repurpose |Which agricultural service providers attended
focus ASC existing structure for ASC. But the Gabs meetings? Where there minutes of
currently in discussions with Farmers' |the meetings? What were the outcomes? Was
Committee who owns the land. To be |Para site approved by DEBS? What is the status
resolved by end of May. Tonota: plot |of on-going negotiations? Status of Jwaneng
has been cleared and now collecting |fencing procurement?
quotations for fencing. Jwaneng: land
has been secured. Have collected
quotations for bush clearing.
Quotations for fencing material have
been secured.
[ASC focus workshop T T What is meant by "tender processing
Done as part of a package constraints"?
Attend ISPAAD consultative [HQs 4 Meeting X X X X PM What is the outcome of this? Discussions re.
Meetings On-going. collaboration between ISPAAD and ASSP...?
Facilitate formation of ASC [AIl Districts 8 [Meeting X X X X AO/DAC
Management Committee
? Status?
Facilitate Formation of __|All Districts 8 [Meeting X X X X AG/DAC
Cluster Mgt. Committee ? Status?
Institutional
2.3 Strengthening
Comprehensive review
of ISPAAD (Consultant
2.3.1 national& international)
Procure International National 1 Consultancy X PM/M&E/PO In light of the 2012 ISPAAD review is still
[y i (e necessary? Or do you consider a
[EBD review/facilitated dialogue to enhance
Nto done collaboration between ISPAAD and ASSP?
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Activity
Vote Code

When

esponsT
e Officer(s)

Status

Comments/Questions

Where
(Area of
Activities)

Outputs / Planned
Activities

Target

Unit

Q1

Q2

Q3

Q4

Procurementof  |MOA T
International
Consultant to
develop overall KM
strategy and
system

Consultan
cy

PM/ME&E/P
o

Notdone.

From which budget? Status?

[M&E

Develop learning-
oriented M&E
framework

PM/MEE/P
o

Notdone.

Communication

Integrate KM&L MOA a4
system in MOA
communication

strategy

meetings

M&E/ KM

Overall MoA Communication Strategy
developed by Communications Div

Where is this communications plan?
How does ASSP fitinto this plan? How
doesitimpact/link w the develop of
an ASSP comm. Plan?

Awareness raising |tocal
& sensitization

cam paign

messages

Notdone

Status?

Information
management

Tntergrate KM&L _|MOA 7
system in MISME

processes

M&E/ KM

Notdone.

Status?

Develop
information
management
system

Notdone

Facilitate training _|Local 50
of ADs in data

collection

No

Notdone.

Procure hardware
and software

Notdone.

Update MoA
website on ASSP

Notdone.

Innovation &
experimentation

Collaborate with International 3
ROUTESA on
farmer field

schools

No

Notdone.

Postponed till 2013-2014 AWPB.

Office equipment

In process.

ATl procurement of office equipment
in process. Status?

Printers (Black and |Local 7

white)

NO

PM/PO

Heavy Duty Tocal 1

Photocopier

NO

PM/PO

Fax machine Local

PM/PO

L[CD_Projector, Tocal

PM/PO

Scanner Local

PM/PO

Digital Camera Local

PM/PO

Accounting Tocal

software

x| x| x| = x|

PM/PO

Knowledge Local 1
Management
Teaching Kit (ZOPP
KIT)

PM/PO

Component 3: Project Management

Activity
Code

When

Responst

Where
(Area of
Activities)

Outputs [ Planned
Activities

Target

Unit

QT

Q2

Q3

Q4

ble
Officer(s)

Project
Management

Establishment of
Project Steering
Committee (PSC)

Facilitate HQ 1
establishment of
PSC

Done.

Facilitate PSC HaQ 7
Meetings

Meeting

How many meetings have been held?

Conduct Presentation
to senior
Management

Presentati
on

Done.

Stakeholder
Consultation

ALL 10
DISTRICTS

ASSP consultative/
awareness meetings

Meetings

PMT

Done

Status?

(Address
DDCs/District Council
on ASSP

ALLDISTRICT| 10

Meetings

DAC/DCPO

Did Jwaneng, Tonota and Palapye

Conduct District start
up workshop
including T.0.T

ALLDISTRICT| T

Workshop

KMO/PM

Did ToT on project management in April 2013

forall of the districts (one w'shop).

Procure Consultant
on T.0.T.

Local/ Intern T

Workshop

Done. Very good feedback regarding
consultant.

Districtstart-up Tocal 3

workshop

Workshop

Awareness done; butnot full workshops.

Salaries for Project
Management Team

Project Manager PMT 12

PM/FC

Financial Controller

PM/FC

Monitoring & PMT 12

Evaluation Officer

x

x

x

>

PM/FC

Trrigation Specialist |PMT 12

PM/FC

Agronomy Officer PMT 12

PM/FC

Procurement officer [PMT 12

PM/FC

Knowledge PMT 12

Management Officer

x| x| x| =

x| x| x| =

x| x| x| =

x| x| x| =

PM/FC

Support Staff PMT 24

PM/FC

Management PMT T

Advisory Services

PM/FC

Communication PMT B

PM/FC
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When

[
officer(s)

Status

Comments/Questions

Outputs / Planned
Activities

Where
(Area of
Activities)

Target

Unit

QT

Qz

Q3

Q4

34

Vehicles &
Equipment

Procurement of vehicles and equipmentin
progress. Status?

Vehicles

PMT

NO

Done

Desktop
computer

PMIT

NO

PM/PO

Laptop
computer
s

PMT

PM/PO

Printers
(Black and
white)

PM/PO

Colour’
Printer

PMT

PM/PO

Internet
Modem

PMT

PM/PO

Set Office
stationary

PM/PO

Office
Furniture

PM/PO

Travel
Expenses

PMT
officers
Travel

PMJFC

Surveys &
studies

Procure
Consultan
t for
Baseline
survey

Tocal/Inter|

Survey

Too expensive. Must re-procure.

Recruitme
ntof
enumerat
ors

Tocal

Survey

Workshop
s and
Seminars

Startup
workshop

Workshop

Done

Procurem
ent of
Facilitator
/consulta
nt

Workshop

Done.

i
Knowledg
e
Managem
ent
workshop

Tocal

Notdone

Procure
Consultant
/facilitator
for kM

workshop

Tocal

Notdone.

Regional
Implemen
tation
Workshop

ESA Region

Done. Project Manager and M&E/KM&L officer

participated.

FAD
Thematic
workshop
s (Land
Tenure,
learning
routes,
Conservat
ion
Agricultur
e)

ESA Region

Workshop

Project Manager participated in Land Tenure
W'shop in Nairobi. M&E/KM&L officer
participated in KM&L w'shop in Nairobi. (June

2012)

Gender
training

Tocal

Notdone

Procure
consultan
t

Tocal

Notdone

Training
course on
Project
Managem
ent

Tocal

Notdone

Training
course on
Knowledg
e
managem
ent

Local/Inter]

Notdone

Planning
and Budget
W orkshops

Community
PRA

(AT District

PRA Team/Leader

Notdone

Sub-
District
Planning
Workshops

AITSub-Dis

Sub District Head

Notdone

District
Planning
W orkshops

(AT District

DACors

Notdone

National
Planning
W orkshop

PMT

PMT/M&E

Notdone

Annual
External
auditing

Not required
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Appendix 3: Agreed Actions during the 2nd Joint Implementation
Support Mission May 2013 - with Status and Follow-Up
of Previous Agreed Actions

Agreed Action (October 2012)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

Status Update by PMT
May 2013

(notes by the mission in italic)

Agreed Action (May 2013)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

1. Sustainable Agricultural Production

1.1 Agricultural Mechanisation

No Agreed Action decided upon
under this sub-component during
Oct 2012 mission.

24. Organization of training in
operation and maintenance for
ISPAAD tractor operators.

(DPM. a.s.a.p.)

25. Develop plan with ISPAAD with
technical support from the
Agricultural Mechanization Division
to privatize ISPAAD tractor fleet
and decide on lease or sale option.
(PM, end of Sep 2013).

1.2 Improved Rainfed Irrigation Practices

1. Training Needs Assessment
(TNA) to assess and prioritize
training needs for arable farmers’
needs.

(Agronomist and Project Manager,
November 2012)

Done. A Training Needs
Assessment Questionnaire for
farmers and staff was sent to all the
10 districts and 4 districts have so
far responded. 6 are being followed

up.

TNA Questionnaire sent out to
assess the training needs of the
farmers (not the MoA extension
staffs’ needs).

1A. Follow-up of the TNA
regarding farmers’ training needs,
with explanations about ASSP and
its focus on improved rainfed
practices and ‘farming as a
business’.

(Agronomist, end of June 2013).

2. Training plan to be developed
and submitted to the Head of
Farmer Training in MoA HQs for
training programme(s) to be
developed and space reserved for
farmers at the MoA Training
Centres during 2013.

(Agronomist and Project Manager,
November 2012)

Partially done.

2A. Based on the outcome of the
TNA, develop a Training Plan for
training of farmers, in collaboration
with partners in training and
capacity development.
(Agronomist, end of Sep 2013).

3. Discussions with head of
Farmer Training to influence and
broaden training to include topics
like CA and business
development.

(Project Manager, mid-December
2012)

Done. ‘Conservation Agriculture’
and ‘Business Development’ are
now in the Farmer Training Plan.

3A. Depending on the outcome of
the TNA and the Farmer Training
Plan, further discussions may be
needed with the head of Farmer
Training.

4. ToR for the “Research, Farmer
& Extension Linkages Committee”
will be developed to ensure that
MoA-driven demonstration
initiatives on farmers’ fields are
appropriate, client-oriented and
user responsive.

(Agronomist, mid-November 2012)

Done. TORs for the Research,
Extension & Farmer Linkages
Committee done. Committee
members identified; MoA
Management to formally appoint
members.

4A. Follow-up with the DCP
management on formation of the
Research Extension Linkage.
(Agronomist, 1st week of June
2013).
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Agreed Action (October 2012)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

Status Update by PMT
May 2013

(notes by the mission in italic)

Agreed Action (May 2013)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

5. Develop targeted message on
conservation agriculture.
(Agronomist and Communications
Officer, by end of March 2013)

On-going. Literature review on
targeted messages (e.qg.
Conservation Agriculture) on-
going. The draft is to be circulated
for comments.

5A. Development of targeted
messages on-going.
(Agronomist, CA message to be
ready before the start of the
ploughing season 2013).

6. Assessment of the efficiency of
the “District Demonstration
Committees” established in 2011.
(Agronomist, by end of March
2013)

Done. Assessment on the efficiency
of District Technical Committee was
done in November 2012; and only
two of the ten District Technical
Committees (Tonota and Hukuntsi)
was found to be active. District
Crop Production Officers have been
implored to resuscitate the other 8
in their respective areas during the
ASSP TOT workshop that was held
on the 18/04/2013.

OK.

26. IFAD to facilitate linkages to
FFS initiatives on the region,
potential for the planned FFS study
tour.

(IFAD, mid-June 2013).

1.3 Pilot Scheme for Wastewater Irrigation

7. Discharge measurement during
the summer period on a daily basis
by MoA irrigation field staff and
checked by the 10 (October 2012
to March 2013)

Not done.

Central District Irrigation Officer has
been assigned to carry out the daily
discharge measurement of the
outflow. Beside the irrigation
officer's controls, also independent
assessments of water quality is
needed. ToR development on-going
for private company to carry out
independent water quality analysis.

7A. Discharge measurement by
MoA irrigation Officer for Serowe-
Palapye and checked by the 10
(July 2013).

Not done.

8. Reassess scheme area based 8A. Include previous action 8
on actual data and projections of (reassessment of scheme area
Crop Water Requirements (IO, based Crop Water Requirements
with technical support from IFAD and water availability) in Design
and FAO, February 2013) contract (combine with previous
action 10).
(10, July 2013).
9. Procure a design software | Not done. 9A. Procure a design software
package for drip irrigation systems package for drip irrigation
(PO, November 2012) systems, including a 1-week
training for two officers.
(10, July 2013)
10. Develop ToR for the Design | Partially done. 10A. Procure Design and
Consultant including preparation of Supervision Consultant.
design alternatives for changing (10, with IFAD support for ToR
water availability in Palapye and dev, June 2013).
need for reliable water supply. (1O,
with technical support from IFAD,
end November 2012)
11. Develop the ToR for the EIA | Not done. 11A. Procure EIA Consultant.

Consultant (IO, with technical
support from IFAD immediately
after DEA assessment)

(10, with IFAD support for ToR
dev, June 2013).
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Agreed Action (October 2012)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

Status Update by PMT
May 2013

(notes by the mission in italic)

Agreed Action (May 2013)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

12. Develop the ToR for water
quality analysis of the Palapye
WTP effluent (IO, middle of
November, in consultation with the
WUC and DWMPC, with technical
support from IFAD)

On-going.

12A. Procure wastewater quality
analysis (previous action 12) and
combine with risk mitigation (new
action).

(10, with IFAD support, Sep 2013).

13. Develop selection criteria and | Done. 13A. Finalise Selection Criteria.
selection procedure in consultation (M&EO, June 2013).

with LEA and financing institutions

before launching of the selection

process and in close coordination

with the 10 to ascertain the actual

area and plots in the scheme

(M&E Officer, December 2012)

14. Develop ToR for LEA as | On-going To be included in new Agreed
service provider for business Action (27 below) on procurement
development  and enterprise of international TA for Scheme
models for the Palapye scheme Management Models.

(M&E officer, January 2013)

15. Draft agreements between | Done To be included in new Agreed

MoA-ASSP and the Government
Departments (M&E officer and 10,
by March 2013)

Action (27 below) on procurement
of international TA for Scheme
Management Models.

27. Procurement of international
TA for Scheme Management
Models (should include previous
AA 14 and 15).

(10, with IFAD support, Aug 2013).

28. Resolve land allocation issue.
(PS, immediate).

29. Procure service provider to
draft a training and
communications programme.
(M&E and 10, Sep 2013).

30. Strengthen the Palapye team,

including:

- Regular meetings to coordinate
and plan as a team (PMT IO —
Palapye — Serowe)

- Include MoA vyouth officer for
Central District in Palapye team

- Assign MoA Youth Officer with
coordinating the training &
communication programme

- Provide monthly progress
updates to PMT.
(PMT management and |0,

immediate).

2. Enabling Environment for Smallholder Agriculture

2.1 Improved Delivery of Extension Services

16. Review of MoA’s procurement
process for procurement of inputs
(like seeds and fertilizers).

(Procurement Officer, March 2013)

Not done.

The rationale for this review of the
procurement procedures was to
avoid delays in availability of inputs
to the farmers.
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Agreed Action (October 2012)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

Status Update by PMT
May 2013

(notes by the mission in italic)

Agreed Action (May 2013)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

17. TNA of the training needs (like
facilitation skills and extension
methodologies) of the extension
agents for them to be able to drive
ASSP in the districts.

(Agronomist and M&E/KM&L
officers, by end of November 2012

Done.

TNA Questionnaire sent out to all
10 districts to assess the training
needs of the farmers (not the MoA
extension staffs’ needs); only 4
districts replied.

17A. Conduct a TNA regarding the
extension staffs’ training needs in
order to effectively facilitate ASSP
in the field, (including assessment
of the need for further training in
facilitation skills, agribusiness
development, etc).

(DPM, Assessment starting with
Quarterly Review meetings at
Sub-District level. Finalised by end
July 2013).

18. Training plan to be developed
and submitted to the DCP Training
Coordinator

To reserve space for extension
agents in the MoA Training
Centres during 2013.

(Agronomist and M&E/KM&L
officers, by end of November
2012)

Done.

Overall general training plan for
MoA has been developed by MoA
staff.

18A. Based on the outcome of the
TNA, develop a training plan for
training of extension staff, in
collaboration with partners in
training and capacity
development.

(DPM, early Sep 2013).

19. Assessment of the potential
role of agencies like LEA, CBA
and others in providing training
and assistance in capacity
development

(Project Manager, March 2013)

Done. A meeting with LEA and
CEDA representatives was held to
discuss the potential roles of these
agencies in ASSP.

19A. Continued discussions and
involvement of various agencies to
engage them in ASSP is keeps
being important.

20. Assessment and prioritization | On-going. 20A. Based on the ASSP Sub-
of extension staffing needs. District AWPB (presently under
(Project Manager to initiate needs development, and scheduled for
assessment, by 1% Nov 2012) finalisation by end of June, by the
Sub-District Focal Points) a needs
Request to Ministry of Labour & assessment in terms of staffing
Home Affairs (Project Manager, by needs (including assessment and
end of March 2013) prioritization of temporary staff
needs (in lieu of the initially
planned 50 ADs)), transportation
and communication needs will be
analysed and a request for hiring
of temporary extension staff be
made.
(PM, end of July 2013).
21. Inventory of refurbishable | Done. 21A. Refurbishment of the ten

vehicles.
(Project Manager, by end of March
2013)

refurbishable vehicles.
(PM and PO, end of Sep 2013).

31. Follow-up on implementation
structures at sub-district level
(Agronomist, end of July 2013)

32. Procurement of transport and
communication means to the ADs.
(PM and PO, end of Aug 2013).

2.2 Agricultural Service Centres
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Agreed Action (October 2012)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

Status Update by PMT
May 2013

(notes by the mission in italic)

Agreed Action (May 2013)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

22. Continued support to on-going

consultative  process in the
Parakarungu, Tonota and
Jwaneng ASC areas.

(Project Manager, process on-
going)

On-going. Component focused
workshops are being conducted to
facilitate a clearer vision of ASC for
respective areas.

Separate meetings with service
providers have been conducted at
Gaborone, Parakarungu and
Tonota.

22A. Process continues.

23. ASC Workshop to be
conducted in Tonota

Important preparatory steps before
the w’shop:
¢ Inventory of existing services

e Separate meetings with
women, youth, marginalised
groups

e Separate meetings with private
agro-dealers, tractor owners
and other private sector
service providers

(Project Manager to discuss with
the District staff their capacity to
be in-charge of the ASC workshop
preparations, incl. conducting
inventory and separate meetings.
Discussions and a decision
regarding responsibilities  for
preparations of workshop, by end
of October 2012).

Done. Tonota component focused
workshop conducted from 23"-25
April 2013. Tonota farmers have
opted for Management option 1 and
have identified a place where they
could be served whilst their ASC is
being constructed.

th

23A. Chobe & Jwaneng
Workshops are scheduled for
June 2013.

33. Request to be made to senior
management to assign to PMT a
MoA staff to drive the
mechanization sub-component.
(PM, a.s.a.p.)

34. Develop estimated demand for
tractor spare parts and service kits
in the three priority ASC areas.
(PMT, with the requested support
from the Agricultural
Mechanization Division, 30 Aug
2013).

35. Continue outreach and
marketing activities with spare
parts dealers using data from the
estimated demand survey.

(PMT, with the requested support
from the Agricultural
Mechanization Division, 30 Oct
2013).

36. Develop ToRs for a
consultancy to develop
recommended operational
modalities for the ASCs.

(PMT, with the requested support
from the Agricultural
Mechanization Division, 30 Aug
2013).
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Agreed Action (October 2012)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

Status Update by PMT
May 2013

(notes by the mission in italic)

Agreed Action (May 2013)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

37. Develop timeline for the
construction of the 3 pilot ASCs.
(PM with support from Dep. of
Buildings and Engineering
Services, a.s.a.p.).

2.3 Institutional Strengthening

No Agreed Actions decided upon
under this sub-component during
Oct 2012 mission.

38. Follow-up with MFDP
regarding the PPP rules and
regulations, to ensure that the
government’s policy on PPPs is
adhered to.

(CO, end of July 2013).

39. Follow-up with the private
sector actors that have shown
interest in being involved in the
provision of services.

(M&E with the requested support
from the Agricultural
Mechanization Division, end of
June 2013).

40. Meet and agree with other
departments on a way forward for
developing a MoA Information
Management System (IMS), which
should include assessment of
recent experience and current
needs and priorities.

(M&EO, a.s.a.p.).

3. Project Management

No Agreed Actions decided upon
under this Component during Oct
2012 mission.

41. Develop life of project timeline
for major deliverables e.g.
geographic coverage, privatization
of tractors, construction of ASCs,
persons trained per year.

(PM and M&EO, end July 2013).

42. Prepare revised and expanded
TOR for the baseline survey.
(IFAD M&E, end of June 2013).

43. |dentify institutions in the
region with past experience with
conducting surveys for IFAD
projects.

(M&EO, mid-June 2013).

44. Re-tender by inviting
proposals from at least five
prequalified institutions in the
region.

(M&EO and PO, end June 2013).

45, Operationalize the
Surveys/Studies Reference
Committee (SRC).

(PMT, timing to be determined).

46. Add columns for activity
monitoring to 2013/14 AWPB and
use for adding status information.
(M&EO, mid-June 2013).
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Agreed Action (October 2012)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

Status Update by PMT
May 2013

(notes by the mission in italic)

Agreed Action (May 2013)
with Responsibility and
Deadline

47. Prepare TOR to recruit short-
term TA to assist the M&E Officer
to operationalize an M&E system
and conduct staff training on M&E.
(PMT, end July 2013).

48. M&E training for the M&E
Officer, selected PMT members,
district focal points and field staff.
M&EOQO, end of Oct 2013).

49. Prepare draft TOR for a KM
strategy based on  similar
strategies/TOR previously
prepared for other IFAD projects
in the region.

(M&E w IFAD support, July 2013).

Financial Management

No Agreed Actions decided upon
under this sub-component during
Oct 2012 mission.

50. Improve the Financial
Management Manual (with the
help of a consultant).

(PM and FC, end of Sep 2013).

51. Install the cost centres for
facilitating the access of IFAD
Loan and Grant Funds in the
deposit accounts 65218 and
67615. In the MFDP.
(FC, 31 May 2013).

52. Re-propose the creation of a
3-person qualified team for
Financial Management dedicated
for ASSP, including Financial
Controller, Assistant and
Procurement Officer.

(PM and FC, Sep 2013).

53. Install the Oracle Accounting
Software and appropriate Chart of
Accounts in ASSP.

(FC, end of June 2013).

54. Confirm the Accountability of
the IFAD remittance of USD
22,500.

(FC, end of June 2013).

55. PMT to request for USD
207,000 as a top up to the Loan
Designated Account in conformity
with Loan and Grant Agreement.
(FC, end of Sep 2013).

56. Submit ASSP Audited
Accounts for 2012/13 Financial
Year to GoB and IFAD.

(PM and FC, end of Sep 2013).
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Appendix 4: Sub-Component 1.1: Agricultural Mechanisation

1. High quality, timely and efficient tractor services is at the base of all increases in productivity,
for farmers, large and small. If this key activity is not performed up to standard, then the impact of
subsequent investments in seeds, fertilizers and crop protection products will have greatly reduced or
even no impact.

2. It stands to reason that the quality of tractor services can only be as good as the quality of the
tractor operators. Improvements necessarily have to start here. The MoA recognizes the importance
of this issue, which is well outlined in the project design report. The document identifies improvement
in operator training as a key activity and allocates almost nine per cent of the project budget to this
(USD 2.23 million for the agricultural mechanisation sub-component, where operator training is a key
activity). In a ministry operating under significant budgetary constraints, this financial envelope
presents an important opportunity to have a real impact on Botswana'’s agricultural productivity.

3. Training, in itself, is not enough. A conducive regulatory environment, which provides
competitively remunerated, full time employment, must accompany improvements in technical
competencies of the operators. If not, investments in training will not have an impact, as operators will
continue to quit their temporary jobs in favour of full time employment.

4. The design report preconceives the establishment of a certification programme for tractor
operators but goes into little detail on the contents such a programme. The ASSP must lead MoA
efforts in developing such a programme, supported by a USD 2.3 m budget for the agricultural
mechanization sub-component, while working on changes in the regulatory and financial environment
to render tractor operation a real profession and not just a “default seasonal employment option”.

5. Key elements of a tractor operator certification programme would include: definition and
development of a specific curriculum, establishment of the expected level of proficiency to be attained
by trainees, agreement on ways to measure levels of proficiency, standards to be certified, follow-up
training, rating of operator services by farmers, etc.

6. Well-crafted incentives must be developed to make certification meaningful and sought after by
tractor operators. Incentives might include financial pay differential for certified operators, guarantees
regarding the amount of off-season employment, competitions on tractor operation and maintenance,
and recognition for superior achievement by Botswana’s highest authorities.

7. From a technical perspective, the ASSP/MoA should critically assess the quality and content of
the current tractor operation training programme. What are its strengths and how can these be
amplified? Where does it need improvement? |s it responding to the needs of the operators? Is there
adequate post-training follow-up? Are all the topics which should be covered (such as minimum
tillage, and conservation agriculture) a part of the curriculum? Is there a role for private tractor
dealerships to do training as a remunerated service provider? What are the available training
resources both within the region and internationally which can be brought to bear to improve
capacity? What would a certification programme look like? What role could the MoA play in enhancing
the attractiveness of the job of tractor operator? How can the MoA Communications Department
support these efforts?

8. It is suggested that international technical assistance is mobilized to support ASSP activities in
the mechanization sub-component as well as the closely related sub-component 2.2 on the
Agricultural Service Centres. The Country Programme Manager has been investigating potential
sources of technical assistance. The FAO has significant expertise in agricultural mechanization. MoA
senior management is strongly encouraged to formulate a request to the resident FAO Assistant
Representative to provide TA for the programmed situational analysis and training/certification of
tractor operators. The CPM contacted a Washington-based NGO, which provides U.S agricultural
expertise from farmers and agricultural mechanization experts gratis, and there appears to be a
possibility of mobilizing this resource in support of the agricultural mechanization sub-component.

9. Regional training resources, both public and private, should be investigated. South Africa has
several agricultural institutions, which may have a role to play in support of ASSP agricultural
mechanization activities. There are also private sector service providers, such as Africa Skills, which
do specific trainings in mechanization.
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10. It is strongly suggested that the ASSP organizes a one or two day round table discussion,
under the direction of the Irrigation Officer, to explore these issues. Representatives from GoB training
institutions, agricultural institutes, regional training centres, tractor owners and tractor operators, farm
managers, subsistence and large farmers, MoA HQ and field personnel including youth and gender
officers, and commercial dealerships should be invited. The event needs to be well planned and
conceived with the identification of specific desired outcomes such as concrete recommendations on
how to improve training, a definition of roles and responsibilities of various partners, preliminary
costing of different activities, and an action plan and road map which identifies critical tasks and timing
over the life of the project.

11.  Identifying possibilities for off-season employment is essential to making tractor operation an
attractive employment option. The ASSP needs to get MoA senior management buy-in and put this
high on the ministry’s agenda. The creation of off-season employment would necessarily involve
several public entities in addition to the MoA such as the Ministry of Labour and Home Affairs, the
Ministry of Local Government, Ministry of Youth, Sport and Culture, and City and Town Councils. The
opportunities to develop Public-Private Partnerships with economic operators should be investigated.
Are there tax incentives, which could be developed to encourage the private sector to hire certified
tractor operators, for example?

12.  Alogical starting place would be an investigation of opportunities for off-season employment in
the pilot ASC areas: Parakarungu, Tonota and Jwaneng. Are there seasonal employment
opportunities within the MoA or local government (trash collection, maintenance of public spaces,
road repair, local transport of bulk items)? Are there existing GoB funds that can be used to create
and finance jobs such as the Youth Fund or Women’s Fund? Are there possible off-season
employment opportunities for operators in the future ASCs, which could be paid for through rental
fees for shops occupied by private agricultural input dealers?

13.  USD 200,000 has been allocated in the 2013-14 budget to conduct a situational analysis of
agricultural mechanization through a consulting contract under the direction of M&E and Irrigation
Officers. One possibility is to have the above-mentioned workshop as a key event during the
consultancy. This would facilitate information gathering for the consultant who would benefit from the
brainstorming sessions. This option needs to be weighed against the anticipated delays in procuring
the services of a consultant. Otherwise, the round table workshop can occur prior to the consultancy.
This would require special attention being paid to recording the proceedings of all discussions so that
the consultant can fully benefit ex-post from workshop outcomes. The workshop needs to consider
specifically the mechanization needs and limitations of small farmers and map out potential solutions
to make the provision of tractor services to smallholders effective for the farmers and efficient for the
tractor owner/operator. The issue of the privatization of ISPAAD tractors and a decision to either lease
or sell outright the tractors and associated implements must also be covered by the workshop and
consultancy. The M&E and Irrigation Officers need to get this component moving. A first step in that
direction is the initiation of preliminary discussions about the organization of the round table and the
decision on whether to conduct the round table before or during the consultancy. Then draft terms of
reference should be elaborated for the consultancy and for organizational tasks related to the round
table discussions.
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Appendix 5: Sub-Component 1.2: Improved Rainfed Agricultural
Practices

1. A wide range of factors (agro-ecological, socio-economic as well as institutional and cultural)
contributes to the prevailing low yields in the arable sub-sector in Botswana. Among the contributing
factors are weak linkages between research on improved technologies, extension and adoption by
farmers. Sub-component 1.2, which has been allocated USD 2.69 million, constitutes almost 11% of
the budget to address some of these factors that challenge the adoption and adaptation of improved
technologies by farmers.

2. This is foreseen to be done by facilitating the development and transfer of appropriate,
improved agronomic technologies through establishment of efficient linkages between research,
extension and farmers, for instance in the form of establishment of a MoA-based Research Extension
Linkage Committee and providing support to the existing ‘District Technical Committees’ to coordinate
demonstrations on farmers’ fields. The project will furthermore engage in a range of adapted and
targeted capacity development approaches like “Farmers’ Field Schools” (FFS), study tours, on-farm
demonstrations and yield trials, including testing of various conservation agricultural techniques.

3. The design report predicts the establishment of ten Farmers’ Field Schools for Conservation
Agriculture for each ASC with 20 farmers in each field school, i.e. a total number of 150 FFSs with a
total of around 3,000 participating farmers. This will be a major undertaking and requires a well
thought through strategy in order to be a manageable and successful initiative. But experience
demonstrates that, although the FFS approach involves considerable costs in terms of time and effort
by the participating farmers, the potential benefits and impact from participating are high and
worthwhile, if the initiative is thoroughly planned and conducted.

4. The project plans during the 2013-2014 AWPB to conduct a regional tour for farmers and
extension staff to study the Farmers’ Field School approach in preparation for establishing the
Farmers’ Field Schools on Conservation Agriculture in Botswana. Organizing a study tour to learn
from experiences in the region is a feasible approach as there are a number of considerations to take
into account when planning for the establishment of successful Farmers’ Field Schools. (Refer also to
Appendix 3 of the 1% joint Implementation Support Mission Report from November 2012). First of all,
Farmers’ Field Schools are based on significantly different participatory facilitation methodologies than
traditional extension approaches where farmers often are (passive) recipients of advice, and therefore
requires different skills of the FFS facilitator (than traditional extension approaches). —While the FFS
is an effective learning methodology it is also more resource demanding than approaches where
extension messages are developed elsewhere and then demonstrated to farmers by field extension
agents. The FFS is a long term learning process where farmers are gradually presented with new
technologies, ideas, situations, and ways of responding to problems, in a setting where it is farmers
demonstrating to fellow farmers, and discussing their challenges and the opportunities of the
technologies. The knowledge acquired during the learning process builds on existing knowledge,
allowing farmers to investigate for themselves the costs and benefits of alternative management
practices for improving farm productivity, enabling them to adapt existing technologies to become
more productive, more profitable, and more responsive to changing conditions, and importantly,
enabling them to make informed decisions regarding adoption of new technologies.

5. Specific actions needed preceding the establishment of the FFSs:

e TNA of extension staffs’ training needs in order to assess the level and nature of training
required to prepare and equip the extension staff that will be the FFS facilitators with the
necessary facilitation skills to organize and successfully facilitate FFSs. This needs
assessment should be part of the planned TNA of extension staffs’ training needs.

e Based on the TNS, organize the necessary training of FFS facilitators.

e Also preceding the FFS itself are preparatory meetings to present the FFS concept to
farmers/potential participants, to assess their level of interest, discuss and determine
needs and develop learning agreements. It is important that the participants are made
aware that participation in a FFS involves a considerable commitment in terms of time and
effort, so that they can make an informed decision whether or not to participate in a FFS.

6. The planned regional tour for farmers and extension staff to study the Farmers’ Field School
and conservation agriculture is a valid element in this important preparation for the establishment of
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the Farmers’ Field Schools for Conservation Agriculture in Botswana. IFAD is presently assisting the
PMT in finding relevant FFS and CA experiences in the region. Zambia has some promising
experiences with conservation agriculture and might be a potential destination for the study tour. IFAD
consultant has also been in contact with PROCASUR®, a learning organization, supported by IFAD to
facilitate learning approaches. Through an IFAD grant PROCASUR supports “Learning Routes” as a
knowledge management and capacity building tool for rural development in East and Southern Africa.
It has been agreed that PROCASUR will draft an overview of a possible “Learning Route for Farmers’
Field Schools for Conservation Agriculture” and send it to the project before the end of June 2013, for
further discussions and elaboration, in order for the PMT to be able to analyse whether this could be a
A “Learning Route” is a continuous process of training in the field organized thematically around
successful experiences, case studies and best practices in innovative rural and local development in
which local actors themselves become trainers. A Learning Route is a planned journey with learning
objectives that are designed based on two core components: (i) the knowledge needs of the learning
route participants (in this case, the farmers and the extensionsts that will facilitate the FFSs on CA)
and, (ii) the identification of relevant experiences in which local actors (farmers that have adopted CA)
have tackled similar problems in innovative ways, with successful results and accumulated knowledge
which, is potentially useful to others. The Learning Route has proven to be a powerful method for
fostering capacity building through peer-to-peer sharing of knowledge, experiences and good
practices”. www.africa.procasur.org possible route to follow for the learning and establishment of the
FFSs in Botswana.

7. Research-extension-farmer linkages are weak and the adoption of new and/or improved
technologies --such as conservation or climate smart agriculture-- is low for arable farmers in
Botswana. To improve adoption rates, facilitation for adoption should be guided by an understanding
of, and with due attention to, the incentives and risks confronted by small-scale farmers in adopting
new and/or improved technologies and innovations. Some of these major factors that influence
farmer adoption rates are: the farmer’s wealth, age, gender, education, production goals, farm size,
labour (including changes in labour requirements, timing of activities and peak periods during the
year, labour availability within the household, off farm employment, availability of hired labour),
equipment and machinery (including access to machinery and equipment required for the
new/improved technology), land tenure, compatibility (of the new/improved technology) with existing
farming system, agro-ecological conditions, supply system, access to credit, information and training,
marketing.

8. In an attempt to increase adoption rates and extension efficiency the establishment of a MoA-
based ‘Research Extension Linkage Committee’ and support to the existing ‘District Technical
Committees’ to coordinate demonstrations on farmers’ fields are parts of the 2013-2014 AWPB.
These are valuable initiatives as the eventual adoption of the recommended technologies should be a
constant concern of all research in all its various phases. And development of user-oriented
technology has to be well targeted to agro-ecological zones and socio-economic categories of farmers
in order for extension to be efficient.

9. Extension theories talk about the four A’s when talking about the likelihood of farmers’ adopting
new or improved technologies and innovations:

e Acceptability - How is the innovation/improved technology expected to perform compared
to the existing alternatives? Is it likely to deliver what is intended? Does it compromise
existing activities that are prioritised by the farmer?

e Affordability - Can the intended target group afford the costs involved in acquiring and
maintaining the recommended technology?

e Accessibility — Are the inputs for the recommended new/improved technology locally
available at the moment that the farmers need it? Does the farmers have the information
and knowledge on how to apply the new technology?

PROCASUR is a private non-for profit international organisation established in 1996 in Santiago, Chile. PROCASUR aims
to provide the technical services and tools to manage knowledge and build capacity for public and private actors engaged
in the fight against rural poverty in the developing world. With Headquarters in Latin America, it has three operating regional
offices in Latin America, Africa and Asia and the Pacific.
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e Attractiveness — How is the economic competitive position of the recommended
technology versus the presently practised technology, i.e. does the farmers get substantial
extra revenue if s/he decides to innovate; does the marginal rate of return justify investing
in the new/improved technology?

10. It goes almost without saying that a thorough understanding and consideration of the factors
influencing farmers’ adoption rates can greatly influence and improve research and extension
efficiency.

11. “Demonstrations on farmers’ fields, or on-farm demonstrations” is a common extension
methodology in Botswana; it features prominently in the design report and is part of the project’s
extension strategies. “On-farm demonstrations” is a classic extension methodology, and has served
extension purposes well for many years. There are, however, a range of factors to consider when
designing and supervising on-farm demonstrations, like location and selecting farmers who
understands the objective of the demonstrations, have an interest in the demonstration, are respected
in the community, and can contribute time, labor and equipment. One aspect that are often
overlooked is the economic aspects of the demonstrated technology, which is a serious oversight
since this is often the most convincing factor for farmers considering to adopt a new, or improved
technology. Especially in a project like ASSP which aims to promote ‘farming as a business’ and
install economic thinking into the farming business, the economic returns should always be
considered and be part of the discussions and evaluations with the farmers.
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Appendix 6: Sub-Component 1.3 Pilot Scheme for Smallholder
Wastewater Irrigation

Introduction

1. The irrigation exper’[5 of the implementation support mission worked in country from 19 to 31
May 2013 and visited the Palapye area. In carrying out his task, the expert worked in close
cooperation with the Ministry of Agriculture (MoA) at National, District (Serowe) and Sub-District
(Palapye) levels. At District/Sub-District level, the mission met with stakeholders and officials from the
Environment Affairs Department (DEA), the Water Utilities Corporation (WUC), the Land Board and
the Sub-District Water Resources Development Department. The mission visited the 29 ha Palapye
plot, the Wastewater Treatment Plant (WTP) and the areas surrounding the Palapye plot. At National
level, the mission met with the MoA Department of Agribusiness Promotion and the University of
Botswana® to discuss collaboration options in the field of wastewater risk mitigation analysis. In the
Aide Mémoire (AM) the main findings and recommendations are highlighted.

2. This report provides more details on irrigation development activities under sub-component 1.3
of the project, notably: i) implementation status; ii) technical input to the ToR for the EIA’; iii) draft ToR
for the international TA on wastewater management and scheme management models®; and iv) a
power point presentation of the proposed selection process and list of selection criteria. A power point
presentation on Irrigation Scheme Development Steps, including training and communication; and
Terms of Reference for the Design and Supervision of the Irrigation Scheme have been sent as
separate files and are not included in this report.

Implementation Status

3. Progress in the Irrigation Component is behind schedule. Measured against the 2012-2013
AWPB, some progress was noted on component activity 1.3.2 ‘Development of wastewater irrigation
scheme’, whilst little progress was made on activity 1.3.1 ‘Stakeholder consultation and analysis’. No
progress was made on activity 1.3.3 ‘Compliance with established wastewater quality standards’. Of
the ten agreed actions during the previous Joint Implementation Support Mission, four have been
partially completed. Work has not yet commenced on the remaining six agreed actions. At the current
rate of implementation, the component will not reach its objectives within the planned timeframe.

4. Good progress has been made on the preparation of the ToR for the design of the wastewater
irrigation scheme. The ToR was reviewed and requires minor changes before finalisation. The ToR
has been sent as a separate document and is not included in this mission report. Partial progress was
made on debushing of the 29 ha plot in Palapye. Debushing started beginning of 2013 and has since
then been hampered by frequent bulldozer breakdowns and bureaucratic repair procedures. During
the mission, the bulldozer of the Department of Water Resources had already been lying idle for four
weeks, waiting for the replacement of an oil tube in its hydraulic system. Initial progress was very
good due to the use of a relatively new bulldozer of the Animal Husbandry Department, which was
unfortunately relocated to the North East in view of recent animal disease outbreaks. The plot
perimeter is almost ready for placement of the perimeter fence.

5. Partial progress was booked on the beneficiary selection criteria. Further work was carried out
during the mission with the team, in particular the Irrigation Officer (I0) and M&E specialist in the PMT
and the MoA Youth Officer’. The outcome of those discussions is presented in the last part of this
Appendix.

6. The mission also took note of the 1-week data series of the discharge at the outlet of the WTP
and the visual improvement of the effluent quality. The agreed actions on collection of discharge data
and independent water quality analysis were not carried out and need to be followed up in the coming
planning period.

William Oliemans, IFAD Irrigation Consultant, working in close cooperation with Mr. Mokwadi Mapitse, Irrigation Officer of
the Ministry of Agriculture and member of the PMT

The mission met with Dr Hillary Masundire, Head of Biological Sciences at the University of Botswana

The input has not yet been drafted in the form of MoA-standard tender documents and provides technical input only. The
input is provided as Annex 2

Included as Annex 1

Mrs. Pelontle Seabe, MoA Youth Officer Central District, based in Serowe.

35



Botswana

Agricultural Services Support Project (ASSP)

Supervision Report — 2" Joint Implementation Support Mission: 20-31 May 2013
Appendix 6: Sub-Component 1.3: Pilot Scheme for Smallholder Wastewater Irrigation

Irrigation Scheme Development Steps

7. During the previous mission, it was discussed that the development of the Palapye Pilot
Scheme involves both technical, social, managerial and business development aspects. Targeting is
also needed to include women-headed households, youth and disadvantaged groups. The
relationship between these four strongly linked aspects in the development of the Irrigation Scheme
was discussed in detail with the team.

Viable
horticulture
enterprises

Target group Project
generating Organisation
benefits i (future model)

Figure 1: The four related processes of Palapye scheme development

8. The phasing and sequencing of these processes was also discussed. There is a clear need to
further detail and plan a set of development steps10 and to put the planning of the Palapye scheme on
a better footing. In figure 2 below, the relationship between the four processes is visualised.

Irrigation System Development
C I —— e —

Preparation &

design Implementation Operation & maintenance
In te;" sive Horticulture
Preparation Training 1<t production year C;:i’:;fs&
| Beneficiary Selection
Preparation Selection
WUO — Scheme Management
..----.l*_ ———————»
Preparation management Training, 2
modelfs) registration Coaching, follow-up

Planning & Developing the Model

Figure 2: The four processes visualised in time

" Seealso Appendix 2: Schedule of Activities for Sub-Component 1.3: Palapye Irrigation Scheme of the October 2012

Technical Annex on Irrigation to the Implementation Support Mission Report
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9. Training and communication is key to guide the ‘new’ farmers to: i) develop viable horticulture
enterprises and ii) enable unorganised individuals to play a meaningful part in the operation and
maintenance (O&M) of the irrigation scheme. As the technical design process (including EIA) are now
taking off and will require at least 6-9 months to be completed, the coming planning period provides
an excellent opportunity for the team to prepare for the training and communication activities. Training
needs include (see also October mission report Technical Appendix on Irrigation for a detailed
overview of training topics on scheme O&M and water management”):

(a) Irrigation scheme set-up; cost, benefits & risks, including wastewater use;

(b)  Project (incl MoA) & beneficiary roles & obligations;

(c)  Selection requirements and process;

(d)  Horticulture production;

(e) Market & business development (linkages to Botswana Horticultural Association,
supermarkets);

(f)  Risk mitigation for wastewater use'*;

(g)  WUA functioning.

10. Steps needed are:

(a) Assign a Training & Communication Coordinator;

(b)  Procure or organise in-house, the development of training modules and communication
activities and materials';

(c)  Monitoring.

11.  Little progress was made on the development of a suitable management model for the scheme.
This is a complex issue, which requires preparation at field and policy level. A number of management
models were discussed during the mission, with a view to develop a replicable model for other
smallholder schemes in the country. The models discussed are presented here below. The mission
agreed with the team that TA would be procured to develop the management model for the Palapye
Pilot Scheme. A draft ToR for such a TA input can be found in Annex 1. Key aspects include:

(a) Long term water right in the name of the MoA, with a delivery obligation by the WUC;

(b)  Security of water supply for the users (organised as a WUA or Enterprise founded by all
water users in the scheme) through a water right, long term agreement or lease;

(c) Management agreement between MoA and the water users on the rights and obligations
of both parties, including distribution of risks, e.g. through an insurance or a GoB
Guarantee Fund;

(d) Establishment and strengthening of the WUA through a strong training effort and
supported by clear documentation.

12.  The following management models were discussed:

(@) MoA management; as in Dikabye and Glen Valley. This is the existing model from which
MoA would like to move away. Service delivery is sub-optimal, less than 50% of the
irrigable land is actually irrigated and the cost to GoB is very high;

(b) MoA engages a management contractor; for Glen Valley, a maintenance contract has
recently been awarded to enhance service delivery. The contractor is only responsible for
maintenance & repair and not for water delivery;

(c) WUA manages and charges members; entailing setting up a WUA, developing a
(temporary) legal framework and providing tailor-made management & technical training
support;

(d) MoA — WUA jointly engage a management contractor and charge members; whereby
MoA and the WUA share (well defined) responsibilities and MoA technical staff is still
available to support the WUA in technical and business matters;

" These include 6 modules: Module 1: Tasks & structure of the WUA, incl. exposure visit; Module 2: Drawing up the

constitution; Module 3: O&M of the irrigation system; Module 4: Finance & administration; Module 5: Leadership & conflict
resolution; Module 6: WUA follow-up coaching.

It was agreed that independent water quality and wastewater risk analysis would be procured in the coming period, e.g.
through the University of Botswana.

Care should be taken that training is practical and lively, including a combination of hands-on workshops, field visits, guest
trainers and farmer coaches, complemented by classroom sessions.
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(e) WUA engages a management contractor and charges its members; which would be a
variant of model (c), with a professional contractor/consultant to actually operate and
maintain the scheme, requiring a strong training effort for the WUA,

(f) A Public Private Partnership in which the users/beneficiaries, government and a private
company jointly operate the scheme and distribute the benefits and risks.

13.  When comparing the suitability of these models, and taking into account the technical set-up of
the scheme™, the mission and team identified a number of core requirements, leading to a preliminary
ranking, as illustrated in the multi-criteria analysis (MCA) table below. Core requirements include:

(a) Responsiveness to carry out timely and preventive maintenance;
(b)  Fair and timely delivery to all beneficiaries of the scheme;

(c) Cost of O&M to the beneficiaries;

(d)  Recovery of water charges from the beneficiaries;

(e)  The need for capacity building (as an inverse).

Table 1: MCA comparison of selected scheme management models (preferred option in italic)
Key points MoA manages  MoA engages WUA MoA-WUA WUA

man. contr. manages - Jjointly engage engages
charges fee man. contr. man. contr.
Maintenanc -- 0 - + + +
e quality
Timely - 0/+ + + + +
delivery
O&M cost -- - + + + -
(managing
risk)
Recovery of -- - - 0 0 +
water fees
Need for + 0 -- - -- --
capacity
building
(inverse)
Total - 0/- 0 +/0 +/0 0
Note GoB man. not Distribute risk Requires Joint man. WUA needs  For the
responsive — no —ensure very strong agreement — training - future
sustainability responsive- training effort  information need  guidance —
ness and legal for WUA - coaching
status ensure
responsiveness

14.  As can be seen from the MCA table, there is no single model that meets all the requirements. A
preference emerges for a joint management model, with the WUA and MoA sharing responsibility and
costs, at least in the short run, in engaging a professional management contractor to carry out the
day-to-day O&M of the scheme. Under this model, a strong preparation and training effort is needed,
involving both the preparation of hands-on contract documents and on-the-job training for the WUA.
MoA will need to assume a new role in supporting the WUA and needs to develop its own competence
in that regard. To facilitate the initial development of the WUA and the build-up of viable horticultural
enterprises in the first three years of the scheme, the mission and team propose that an O&M fund is
set up within MoA. This fund will share in the O&M cost for the scheme for a period of e.g. three years
through a decreasing scale.

15. Together with the team, the activities to develop the management model and the scheme were
identified. These are visualised in figures 4 below”.

“ Irrigation will be based on intensive horticulture with drip irrigation. Each plot will have its own water meter to measure

actual water consumption.

® Al the figures in this Appendix have also been sent as separate power point files.
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Irrigation System Development

ElA
tender Construction Start 1-year >O Hand-over to
_ . messssssssssl
Design tender warranty period MoA - WUA

tender l

----‘_*———————-’

Preparation: EIA, Implementation & . p
P y % P L. T Operation & maintenance
Design supervision
Scheme land Tender
ailocation nanagement
contract

Planning & Developing the Model

Figure 3: Irrigation system development steps

16. As visualised in figures 2 to 4, the development of the irrigation component and the scheme
model requires a number of well-timed activities, for which the current capacity is insufficient. It was
agreed that a focussed TA, specialised in irrigation scheme management, would be procured at short
notice. The TA would be procured to: (i) provide overall planning and implementation support to the
component; (ii) develop a step-wise multidisciplinary process integrating technical, horticulture
business, scheme management and training-communication steps; and (iii) develop a well-
documented scheme management model with an eye to future wastewater irrigation development in
the country. (Draft ToR for this TA is provided in Annex 1).

17.  Minor progress was made on increasing the eligibility for financing for the type of smallholders
that are foreseen in the pilot project. The Department of Agribusiness Promotion agreed to support
ASSP in developing enterprise models for 0.5 and 1.0 ha plots which would assist the prospective
beneficiaries to seek financing for their investment in field-level drip irrigation and horticulture inputs
(key process 3). These models are also the basis for ASSP and MoA to engage in discussions with
e.g. the parastatal CEDA to relax their current requirement of a minimum of 2 ha to access financing.
The availability of nutrients (N and P) in the irrigation water and the bearing of the investment cost by
the project needs to be taken into account when developing the enterprise models. These two factors
will allow for lower ‘viability threshold’ and thus support the project objective of including the poorer
households in the scheme. Data on N and P levels in the effluent (for 1 measurement!) can be found
in the Technical Annex on Irrigation in the October 2012 Joint Implementation Support Mission report.

18. Beneficiary selection for the Palapye pilot scheme is the fourth key process in the irrigation
component. Selection needs to balance the need for: (i) targeting smallholders and disadvantaged
groups with; (ii) the desire to incorporate business-oriented farmers that will generate enough income
to be able to pay for long term O&M of the infrastructure. Based on the list of criteria already
developed in the previous months, the following set of criteria was agreed upon. In addition, it was
also agreed that the selection process itself needs to be carefully managed as the selected farmers
will be members of the scheme for many years to come. Key points are; (i) the clarification of the
selection criteria and process; (ii) formation of a selection committee to guide and record the selection
process; and (iii) the preparation of a clear agreement between MoA and the selected beneficiary. The
MoA — beneficiary agreement should clearly outline the rights and obligations of each party. The main
elements of the selection process are visualised in the power point slides below.
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Beneficiary Selection — Basic Data

* 0.5 ha for individuals; 1.0 ha for groups

* 20 ha individuals (40 farmers), 4 ha groups
* 30% youth; 30% women; 40% free

* Preference criteria needed if knock-out
Selection Process and Criteria criteria produce too many applicants

* Sourcing outside Palapye if insufficient eligible
applicants

Selection Process Start: Component Focus Workshop
Formation * Inf i} kshop on the sch benefits and conditions
- Selection . . - fr . .
Commitee ] - mm‘;?mmmm Mo (management model) —
draft Mo — WUA agreement
- ion on irigation benefits, risks and mitigation
- netion on
= — separate day for disabilities (talor made)
L Winsuficient * Workshop set-up: presentations, field trip and Q&A
andidates — Farmer
. = Youth Fund - Financiers
- Engneer

— Communication, materials & visuals

[Fimal Sclection &
If enough
Agresement 4
Mok - candidates
beneficiary

Beneficiary Selection — knock-out Beneficiary Selection — preference
criteria criteria
- AL In case there are more gualifying candidates than plots
= Willingness to pay for O&M charges
= Willingness to become member of 2 WUA * Proven experience with horticulture
T + Busineszplan
- ;md peri 7 with farming or appropri i ion by * Positive interview selection committee (MoA,
-M _r‘ ian [form 1o be developed — use youth fund/other farmat) — financiers, lead farmers)
smestec 5y IF off e otnes offces
. mmw-aﬂﬁﬁoml: ) ) ) )
T s e ove) (company. Agr Spenﬁccfﬂy)‘orl groupsl. .
« ‘Free’ category: * Experience in working in groups
= Mpprovedsourceoffundng ) = Experience in the particular group
= Finai 2eCmon Tor all Dased on e vanaduTy o7 3@ TINaNCNE agreem-ent
+ Inclusion of disabled people in the group
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Beneficiary Selection — process

« Selection committee composition:
— MoA: Horticulture / Irrigation / Youth / Agribusiness
— Chair & Secretary assigned by PMT
* Roles-tasks
— Oversee the application, screening and selection
— Invite members of the interview panel (including
Secretary)
— Report to PMT
— Give written feedback to applicants

— Decide on future exit-entry according to terms and
conditions MoA — beneficiary

Agreement MoA - Beneficiary

After Selection, an agreement is signed between MoA and Beneficiary:
* Water right and usage
— Beneficiary right to irrigation water (time — quantity) through the WUA
— Beneficiary obligation to adhere to WUA regulations on O&M; water
charges paid in full/on time (reallocation after 1 year of non-payment)
— Beneficiary, through the WUA has access to O&M fund at MoA: 3-year
contribution at Y1: 50% - Y2: 25%: - Y3: 25%
= Land use
— 10 years lease, either between MoA and beneficiaries or between
Lands Department and the beneficiaries
— MoA provides extension and training support for 2 years
= Plot should be cultivatad minimum 2 crops a year (reallocation after 2
consecutive years of fallow)
= Sub-leasing will l=ad to reallocation
— Compliance with Agriculture and Chemicals Act (2009)

Potential financiers

* Youth fund (18 — 35 yrs, access to land, water, 100 000 of
which 50 000 grant, 50 000 interest free loan, 6 months
grace, 5 year repayment, based on business plan)

* Women’s fund (150 000 max, grant, based on business plan
... To verify)

* UNDP small grants fund (registered groups with
constitution, 5 000 000, for medicinal products ... To verify)

* CEDA (500 000, loan at 5%, grace period 6 months, 5 years
repayment, based on business plan)

* |SPAAD (up to 200 000, individual 60% - Government 40%,
group 40% - Government 60%)
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Annex 1: Terms of Reference International TA - Wastewater Irrigation Scheme Models
BACKGROUND

As part of the Agricultural Services Support Project (ASSP), which is co-funded by the Ministry of
Agriculture (MoA) of the Government of Botswana (GOB) and the International Fund for Agricultural
Development (IFAD), the Ministry of Agriculture is developing a smallholder wastewater irrigation
scheme in Palapye sub-district. For this purpose the MoA has acquired a long-term lease of a 29 ha
plot. Out of the 29 ha, it is expected that a net 24 ha will be available for irrigation. The source of
irrigation water will be the treated effluent from Palapye Wastewater Treatment Plant (WTP). The
irrigation scheme is being developed as part of the Irrigation Component of the Project.

The project aims to provide irrigation services to smallholder farmers to enable them to develop viable
horticultural enterprises. In line with Government policy on reuse of effluent water, the scheme will be
based on drip irrigation. Contractors are currently being sourced to produce a design and carry out
construction of the scheme.

A decision has been made by MoA that the management, operation & maintenance (O&M) of the
scheme will be the joint responsibility of the MoA and a Water Users Association (WUA), yet to be
established. It is envisaged that for the day-to-day O&M of the scheme, an irrigation management
contractor will be engaged and supervised by the WUA with technical support from the MoA. There is
no or little experience with WUA development in Botswana as yet.

SERVICES REQUESTED

The Project now wishes to engage the services of a consultant to develop a sustainable management
model for smallholder scheme management in the Palapye Pilot Scheme and provide overall support
in the field of water management and irrigation planning. The support is foreseen through four (4)
missions in a six (6)-month period according to the a schedule of two (2) weeks consecutive input per
month in Months 1 and 2, and two (2) weeks consecutive input in Months 4 and 6 of the assignment.
The total input will be eight (8) weeks.

More detailed information regarding scheme management and WUA development are outlined in i)
the Joint Implementation Support Mission Reports of October 2012 and May 2013; and ii) the main
project document and appendix on Irrigation Development. These will be made available to the
consultant when the contract has been awarded.

Through his/her input, the consultant will work towards a better structuring of the activities in the
Irrigation Component and the development of the management model for future expansion of
smallholder and wastewater irrigation development in the country. Besides supporting the Irrigation
Officer (10) in the Project Management Team (PMT) of the Project, the consultant will also support the
work of the field team in Palapye and other involved GOB staff in the PMT and outside the project as
requested by the 10. The consultant will report to the 10 of the PMT.

Specific tasks include:

1) Development of a suitable scheme management model for Palapye irrigation scheme by
considering potential scheme management options and selecting the most appropriate option in
close consultation with the 10 and MoA senior management. The model should cover:

o  Organisation structure and general management
Legal and institutional arrangements

Water management/operational tasks

Asset management/maintenance

Finance and accountability

o O O O

2) Develop sample regulations for the WUA, referring to the existing legal framework with respect to
water management in Botswana;

3) Formulate practical and feasible recommendations for any changes to the existing legal
framework, insofar as needed for the functioning of the WUA and scheme management model;
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4) Develop a model contract between the WUA-MoA and a scheme management contractor for the
day-to-day O&M of the scheme;

5) Develop a sample agreement between MoA and the WUA for management of the scheme;

6) Advise on a step-wise scheme development process to enhance scheme — WUA development.
The process should include technical, social, managerial and business development aspects;

7) Provide overall planning support to the component.

Profile of the Consultant
The profile of the envisaged consultant would be:

a) At least a Bachelors Degree in Water Management or Agriculture Engineering with a specialisation
in Irrigation (management) or a Social Sciences/Management degree with a track record or further
education in Irrigation Development;

b) At least 10 years of professional international experience in smallholder irrigation and WUA
development, in conditions comparable to the Project;

c) At least 5 years of experience with multidisciplinary work, including social, managerial and
business development;

d) Experience in developing capacity building programmes;
e) Analytical and problem-solving attitude;

f) Affinity with staff training;

g) Excellent writing and presentation skills (English);

h) Experience in Botswana is preferable.

Application
Interested candidates are requested to submit their CVs, a 1 page letter outlining their motivation to
undertake the assignment and their daily rate in US Dollars to the following email: ...... to the attention

of: Mr. Mokwadi Mapitse, Irrigation Officer of the ASSP PMT. Travel and other expenses should be
quoted separately. A telephone or Skype interview may be part of the selection process. Selection will
take place according to an equal weighing of price and quality. Any questions regarding this
assignment may also be directed towards the above mentioned email address to the attention of Mr.
Mokwadi Mapitse.
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Annex 2: Technical Input to Terms of Reference Scoping and Environmental Impact
Assessment Palapye Wastewater Irrigation Scheme

BACKGROUND

As part of the Agricultural Services Support Project (ASSP), which is co-funded by the Ministry of
Agriculture (MoA) of the Government of Botswana (GOB) and the International Fund for Agricultural
Development (IFAD), the Ministry of Agriculture is developing a smallholder wastewater irrigation
scheme in Palapye sub-district. For this purpose the MoA, hereinafter referred to as ‘the developer’,
has acquired a long-term lease of a 29 ha plot. Out of the 29 ha, it is expected that a net 24 ha will be
available for irrigation. This activity will be referred to as ‘the Project’. The source of irrigation water
will be the treated effluent from Palapye Wastewater Treatment Plant (WTP). The effluent is currently
being discharged into the environment. The irrigation scheme is being developed as part of the
Irrigation Component of the Project.

The project aims to provide irrigation services to smallholder farmers to enable them to develop viable
horticultural enterprises. In line with Government policy on reuse of effluent water and the mitigation of
health hazards, the scheme will be based on drip irrigation. Contractors will be sourced to produce a
design and carry out construction of the scheme.

With reference to the ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT ACT, 2011 (Act No. 10 of 2011) hereinafter
referred to as ‘the Act. and the ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT REGULATIONS (2012),
hereinafter referred to as ‘the Regulations’, a Scoping exercise and EIA are now required. Reference
is made to the decision to that effect taken on the 12" of November by the Department of
Environmental Affairs (DEA), hereinafter referred to as ‘the Competent Authority’.

SERVICES REQUESTED

The Project now wishes to engage the services of a registered EIA Practitioner to carry out the EIA in
two main steps:

STEP 1: Scoping and Developing the ToR for the EIA, resulting in a Scoping Report, Draft and Final
ToR for the EIA

STEP 2: Carrying out an EIA, resulting in an Environmental Management Plan (EMP) and
Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).

The EIA Practitioner is required to provide the following services:

1) Produce a Scoping report, in line with Clause 7 of PART Il of the Environmental Assessment
Act (2011), to be submitted for review by the Developer before submission to the Competent
Authority. In the Scoping report, a clear reference should be made to the applicable
environmental norms that are in force in relation to the Project;

2) Produce a Draft ToR for the EIA for approval by the Developer;

3) Produce a Final ToR to be submitted to the Competent Authority for approval in line with Clause
8, Part Il of the Act;

4) Carry out an EIA, in line with Clause 9, Part Il of the Act; in close consultation with the
Developer;

5) Produce an EMM, in line with Clause 9, Part Il of the Act, in close consultation with the
Developer;

6) Produce an EIS to be submitted for approval to the Competent Authority, in line with Clauses 9
and 10, Part 1l of the Act.

Timeframe

The timeframe for the EIA is foreseen to be 6 months in total, including two (2) months for STEP 1
and four (4) months for STEP 2. A deviation from this timeframe should be communicated to the
Developer as soon as this becomes apparent and are subject to prior approval by the Developer. This
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timeframe includes the periods required for public consultation outlined in the Act and Regulations but
does not include the time required by the Competent Authority to review and approve the above-
mentioned documents.

Maintaining close contact with Project

The EIA consultant will maintain close contact with the Project throughout the performing of the
services outlined in this ToR. For this purpose, the Project has designated one contact person,
hereinafter referred to as ‘the Project Contact Person’, to ensure a smooth and effective
communication.

Quality assurance

In the carrying out of the services requested, the EIA Practitioner is fully responsible to ensure that all
activities are carried out and reports produced according to the procedures set out in the Act and
Regulations. Time delays that are the result of inadequate following these procedures or sub-standard
quality of work are the responsibility of the EIA Practitioner.

Submission of Proposals
Interested EIA Practitioners are requested to submit a Technical and Financial Proposal according to
MoA standards for tendering.
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Appendix 7: Component 2: Enabling Environment for Smallholder
Agriculture

Sub-Component 2.1: Improved Delivery of Extension Services

The focus of this sub-component is to address some of the main constraints that limit the efficiency
and outreach of the extension service in an environment where the extension agents are over-
burdened and farmer to extension worker ratios are high. Furthermore, transportation and
communication means are limited, prohibiting effective communication and service delivery to
farmers. In-service training and capacity development of extension agents have during the last few
years been significantly affected by budgetary constraints/prioritization. Therefore, the initiatives to
address these challenges to effective service delivery focus around appropriate capacity development
of extension staff, provision of transport and communication means to the extension service and
development of appropriate extension strategies that takes into account the varied needs and socio-
economic situation of the homogenous group that the farmers constitute.

In order to optimize the chances of successful targeting of arable smallholders and to increase the
likelihood of impact on productivity, the extension strategies should take into consideration the
following main principles:

e Training Needs Assessment (TNA): All capacity development initiatives should be preceded
by a Training Needs Assessment (TNA) so that the training content, level, methods and
approaches, venue, timing, etc are appropriately adapted to the target group for the specific
capacity development effort.

e Women and Youth: Reaching out and effectively targeting women and youth requires an
active approach that ensures that the planned actions are appropriate and attractive for
women and youth, and designed to include them to the largest extent possible. Collaboration
is recommended with the gender focal points and the youth officers in MoA HQs and in the
Districts/Extension Areas.

o Different targeting strategies to different groups of farmers: Farmers are not a
homogenous group, and their needs vary depending on a number of factors, like their socio-
economic situation, gender, age, HIV/AIDS status, etc. For instance, the farmers in close
vicinity of the ASCs have different opportunities than farmers living in more remote areas with
a different socio-economic setting. (e.g. in the 100 Extension Areas beyond the 20 km radius
of an ASC). Different targeting mechanisms, extension strategies and messages are therefore
needed for the different groups. This sensitivity and attention to the fact that the ASSP target
group includes a wide range of categories of farmers, each with their own needs,
opportunities, challenges and risks, should be an integral part of how capacity development
and other extension efforts are planned in the project.

e Action planning and impact assessment as integral parts of capacity development
efforts: To increase the likelihood of sustained impact of the training and capacity
development efforts, action planning (with concrete actions, based on reflections from the
learning of the actual capacity development effort, and constraints and opportunities faced by
the individual receiving the training) should be part of each training and capacity development
effort. To measure the impact of the various capacity development efforts initiated by the
project, ‘beneficiary satisfaction interviews’, assessment of adoption rates and other follow-up
impact tracking measures (like questionnaires asking for beneficiaries’ opinions about the
efficiency of the capacity development efforts, and ways to improve them) should be put in
place, as part of the project's KM&L system.

For ASSP to succeed in reaching out to the target groups it is crucial that the extension staff are
actively involved in the execution of the project, and that an enabling environment is created for them
to be able to function effectively. The appointment of ASSP Focal Points is an important step in the
right direction. However, for the focal points to be able to function effectively and drive ASSP in the
field, they need support and backstopping, and (most likely) additional training (beyond the 5-days
ToT that was provided during a ToT training session in April 2013). The focal points should be fully
involved from the onset of the annual work planning process (which from next year is recommended
to start from the field level, and be preceded by an annual review in the form of an internal evaluation
workshop with extension agents and PMT).
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PMT staff should regularly meet the ASSP Focal Points and discuss with them various aspects of the
project, provide feedback and guidance on how to take the implementation of ASSP further. This
needs to happen on a regular basis in the field, but could furthermore take place during Quarterly
ASSP Review Meetings that could function as a ‘learning ground’ where ASSP Focal Points meet and
exchange experiences and receive support and guidance from the PMT.

Likewise, the Agricultural Demonstrators (ADs) are presently conducting monthly review and planning
meetings at sub-district level. These meetings could in the same way be an important ‘learning
ground’ where the ASSP Focal Points (and occasionally PMT members) meet with the ADs and share
their challenges and possible ways to overcome these, provide feedback and coach and guide the
ADs on the way forward.

Another initiative to facilitate engagement and effectiveness of extension staff would be to make basic
information about ASSP available to all extension staff involved in ASSP. The development of an
“ASSP Facilitators’ Overview” booklet that describes ASSP, brief and concise, but with some
explanations with regard to approach is recommended, as it is not realistic (nor intended) that the
extension staff read the full ASSP Design Document, and it is of paramount importance for
implementation to progress that the district staff become fully conversant with the ASSP scope and
approach, in order to secure full buy-in and understanding around ASSP among the actors that will be
playing a major role in the implementation.

An assessment of the training needs of the extension staff needs should receive attention. (The
follow-up of the scheduled extension staff TNA). The ADs have as a minimum qualification a
certificate in general agriculture from BCA; which covers the basic agronomic practices, from land
husbandry, to horticulture, livestock husbandry and basic facilitation skills, but has limitations with
regard to more business-oriented training in “farming as a business”, small-scale business
development, gender, etc. The scheduled TNA most likely will reveal a need also for training and
capacity development of these frontline extension agents in small-scale business development,
facilitation skills, etc. to improve their skills and competencies as change agents and facilitators of
learning processes.

Sub-Component 2.3: Institutional Strengthening

The project’s institutional strategy is to work through, complement and strengthen the main actors
relevant to the rainfed and irrigation sectors, including government agencies, parastatals, NGOs,
traditional kgotla leadership, VDCs, farmers’ committees and associations, youth groups, private
sector and other civil society partners.

Following the project’s strategy to collaborate with the main actors that could strengthen ASSP
initiatives, it is important for the PMT to remember that their role should be to keep an overview of
project implementation and provide leadership and guidance to the districts on how best to implement
the project as a whole. The PMT’s role includes ensuring that learning is taking place, that
implementation progress is being monitored, and not least that the project reaches its goal. In order to
successfully do that the PMT members need to see their roles as guides and facilitators of the ASSP
processes, not as ‘doers’. The maijority of the ‘doing’ should be outsourced and facilitated via the
aforementioned actors supporting agricultural development in Botswana. -For instance, it is
recommended that a concerted effort be made to engage MoA’s Department of Agribusiness
Promotion in ASSP’s efforts to promote ‘farming as a business’ and develop agribusiness skills
among extension staff and farmers. The Department of Agribusiness Promotion has at several
occasions indicated that they are capable and willing and have the resources to assist ASSP in this.
They have staff at District and often also at Sub-District levels; their field staff have an extension
background, with additional training in agribusiness development, so they appreciate the farmers’
considerations with regard to venturing into agribusiness development.

Dialogue with the private sector indicates a high level of interest by the private sector to be involved in
the service provision and management of the ASCs. A workshop was conducted in Tonota with focus
on the ASCs and the involvement of the private sector. It is important that the private sector stays
informed and is involved as an active partner in the process of establishing the ASCs and making
them viable entities to serve the sector.

A dialogue has been initiated also with Public Private Partnership (PPP) experts from MFDP to start
learning about the rules and regulations and possible modalities around PPPs. It was agreed that the
PMT continues the dialogue with the MFDP in order to ensure that the legal and regulatory framework
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governing public private partnerships are followed and adhered to. (A Public-Private Partnership
Policy and Implementation Framework” document was developed by MFDP in June 20089. It is critical
that this document is thoroughly examined by the PMT).

ASSP staff regularly takes part in ISPAAD meetings in order to be able to follow and influence the
programme. Inviting ISPAAD staff on ASSP field trips and key meetings as well as informal
continuous dialogue to sketch out the roles, interactions and synergies between the two initiatives, for
them to support and strengthen each other for the benefit of the farming community in Botswana is
important.

An independent review of ISPAAD was foreseen in the design report (and in the ASSP AWPB), to
review efficiency, impact and sustainability of ISPAAD and to find modalities for collaboration and
options for improving the probability of sustainable impacts from both ISPAAD and ASSP. —In view of
the review conducted by the Botswana College of Agriculture in 2012 a full-fledged review may not be
needed. It is however, recommended that the PMT analyses the findings from the 2012 ISPAAD
review, in order to assess if a smaller, focused review is needed, this time with emphasis on
ISPAAD/ASSP collaboration and coordination, and with emphasis on analysing the impact of the new
ISPAAD guidelines on small-scale farmers and on the guidelines’ impact on the Ministry’s drive to
promote conservation agriculture. Alternatively: consider a consultancy or facilitated dialogue to
analyse the interrelations and modalities of collaboration between ISPAAD and ASSP, to see how the
two can reinforce each other and work together towards a sustainable smallholder agricultural sector.

Dedicated attention to using information and learning (from experiences) to make strategic and
operational decisions, will help the Ministry strengthen its institutional capacity and effectiveness in
serving the Botswana farming sector. Support to the implementation of an M&E/MIS system designed
by FAO technical cooperation in 2005-07 was foreseen in the design report. However, there is a need
to consider technological developments, institutional changes and the experience gained with national
M&E/MIS systems in the agricultural sector during the years since this proposal was prepared. Also,
there is a new initiative to prepare a proposal for an Information Management System (IMS) in the
MoA, a concept similar to the M&E/MIS system but with ambitions to more broadly integrate existing
systems with an M&E/MIS system for projects and programmes in the sector. It is therefore
recommended to use ASSP resources to first identify and visit a country in the region where a similar
system has been developed and is operating successfully; and in dialogue with FAO, to recruit a
short-term specialist who can assist with developing a new proposal or updating the existing proposal
in line with current needs and priorities. In doing this, it is furthermore recommended that attention is
paid to the intention of the Ministry to become more learning-oriented and wanting to develop a
ministerial-wide Knowledge Management and Learning (KM&L) System. The MoA has, via the
regional IFAD-supported KM&L initiative for East and Southern Africa been exposed to the KM&L
concepts and a ministerial KM&L workshop has been conducted and KM&L focal points identified. It is
important that all initiatives to strengthen the Ministry’'s M&E and information management capacity
build on these initial initiatives and intentions.
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Appendix 8: Planning, Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E)
Three Pillars for Effective Planning, Monitoring and Evaluation

1. An initial assessment for a Planning, Monitoring and Evaluation (PM&E) systems for the
Agricultural Services Support Project (ASPP) in Botswana has been carried out from 15-31 May 2013
in Gaborone, as part of the second Joint Implementation Support Mission to the project. This involved
a detailed analysis of the project design and discussions with the Project Management Team (PMT),
project implementers and in particular the M&E Officer, in order to sketch out the crucial elements of
an effective PM&E system, and in order to get an overview of how such a system fits into an overall
Knowledge Management and Learning system (KM&L) that is also to be developed for the project.
The resulting proposed outline of PM&E systems is described in this report and presented
schematically in Annex 1.

2. Effective PM&E requires the three pillars shown in Figure 4 Figure 4. PM&E pillars
to be in place:

e a clear results management framework that defines
what needs to be planned for and what needs to be
measured;

e how is data collected, recorded, transmitted, stored,
processed and reported on, which requires clear
procedures and effective, user-friendly tools;

. who does what, and what skills are required: a strong
human resource base, involving adequate numbers of
staff, clear division of responsibilities and capacity
building in PM&E.

Framework

Ef fective
PM&E

Human
Resources

Tools and
3. A well-defined results management framework is the basis Procedures
for deciding what data needs to be collected. Tools and
procedures must then be developed for data collection and data management. Finally, a
decentralized system with clear division of responsibilities must be agreed on, followed by capacity

building, to ensure the necessary skills are in place.

4, A good results management framework means Figure 5. Intervention logic or hierarchy of objectives
having a clear and logical relationship between
project implementation and the expected results of
ASSP. The hierarchy of objectives or intervention /Mhich leads to
logic of the project comprises four levels: activities

are planned and resources are used to deliver
outputs; delivering outputs leads to achieving project-

Contributing to the Overall Goal: achieving F’roiect Impact

Achieving Specific Objectives or Project Outcomes

specific objectives or outcomes; and these outcomes

will result in project impact (Figure5). The Nﬁch lead to
relationship between activities, intermediate results

and higher level objectives must always be kept in deiivering Ouipuis and meeting Targets
mind, while planning at the beginning of each year,

during implementation and progress monitoring lead to

throughout the year, and when analyzing outcomes
and impact. PM&E systems are built around the basic
structure of the logical framework, with tools and
procedures for monitoring progress made with implementation of project activities; monitoring
progress made with the delivery of project outputs; and tools and procedures for evaluation of project
outcomes and impact.

5. Simple and user-friendly tools are needed for data collection, data entry, data processing and
analysis, and data utilization, which include management decision-making, report preparation and
other ways to share/disseminate information. Standard forms and formats should be made available
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to ensure consistency in the way data is recorded. These tools are needed at each of the four levels
of the logical framework: activities and resources; outputs; outcomes; and impact.

6. Collecting and recording monitoring data, at activity and outputs level, should be a
decentralized effort to the extent possible, carried out by field and senior staff of the MoA and other
service providers. The PMT will do some data entry itself, but should primarily focus on facilitating the
process. The principle is that “to implement means to monitor’, in other words, implementation goes
hand in hand with continuous monitoring and recording basic facts as implementation takes place.
Collecting and recording evaluation data, at objective/outcome level and goal/impact level, will be the
responsibility of the PMT, and will be partly contracted out and partly done by the M&E Officer.

7. The ASSP PM&E systems should meet the information requirements of multiple stakeholders
involved in implementation; should assist in decision making especially by project management; and
should enable the project to meet reporting requirements to government and to IFAD in compliance
with the Results and Impact Management System (RIMS). RIMS uses three levels of indicators:
level 1 relates to project outputs, level 2 to project outcomes, and level 3 to project impact (Figure 6).
A complete overview of RIMS indicators is presented in Annex 2.

Figure 6. Results chain and results-based management (IFAD)

Monitoring and Evaluation of

Results b

............. ..{ RIMS 3rd Level |

<~
Management ==\ | MHUICOMEs  FTL.cceeees -bl RIMS 2nd Level
Actions
— Outputs  femeeseenn. >| RIMS 1st Level

S

Source: Results and Impact Management System, RIMS, First and Second Level Results Handbook, IFAD, November 2007.

8. Since the logical framework summarizes the project strategy and will play a key role in annual
planning as well as in assessing results, it must clearly capture the essence and logic of the project.
Review and modification of the logical framework is therefore an essential step at the start of the
project and for developing PM&E systems, and this has been carried out jointly with the M&E Officer
during the mission (see the revised Logical Framework elsewhere in this supervision report, and
Annex 4-6 of this technical report).

Monitoring: Detailed Data and Aggregated Information

9. Consolidated Annual Work Plans and Budgets (AWPB), quarterly internal progress reports and
full analytical annual reports16 for ASSP are to be prepared by the PMT. This means that PM&E data
should be stored centrally at the offices of the PMT, which requires PM&E tools that facilitate
decentralized collection, consolidation and central storage of selected PM&E data — not everything
can or should be kept centrally.

10. Supporting documents for physical progress, such as ASC design documents and drawings;
contracts; minutes; training curriculum; participant lists; details on irrigation scheme membership;
utilization of mechanized services; field notes and other project-specific paper forms, can be
compared to the invoices, vouchers, delivery notes, receipts that are the supporting documents for
financial administration. These will be kept by the PMT itself, by MoA district offices, other service
providers, and beneficiaries. Not all of these documents will be centralized.

'® The focus of this working paper is on physical progress, but progress reports also need to cover finances.
Financial summary tables with analytical comments should be incorporated in half-yearly and annual reports,
while additional financial reports (consolidated financial statements, audit reports) are to be submitted
separately each year.
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11.  Supporting documents provide the details that are needed for Monitoring Registers, which
contain summary data and aim to establish a historical record of basic facts and figures on project
activities and results (annual and cumulative). These registers will contain selected data that is
important to manage the project and prepare reports. It should be noted that development of project
PM&E systems normally does not include forms and formats to monitor the operations of facilities and
institutions that are established or supported under the project: ASCs, for example, should keep their
own records of numbers of farmers assisted, while farmer groups should keep records of their own
operations, membership and finances. However, such record systems will not be developed as part of
the PM&E systems.

12.  The data in the monitoring registers will be used to calculate totals for indicators, which will be
presented in physical progress summary tables that show targets and achievements, both annual
and cumulative. This approach is illustrated in Figure 7 for capacity building activities.

Figure 7. Monitoring data on training activities at different levels (an example)

Physical Progress Summaries with aggregated progress information including on project indicators

Component Outout Indicator Annual Annual Cumulative | Cumulative
P P Target Result Target Result
; Efficient agricultural
Sustainable o9 . .
agricultural mechanlsathn Private machlr!ery 60 24M 50% 300 58 M 26%
production services available to | contractors trained 6F 19F
smallholder farmers
etc.

Monitoring Registers (e.g. for training) with summarized information on each training result

Output Indicator | Description | District | Start | End | Days | Trainer | Institution MPartu'::lpan:ztal Comments
Efficient
agrlcultu_ral ._|Private Training on
mechanisatio . )
. machinery [equipment 15 Jan |30 Jun
n services . Central 5 XXX yyy 24 6 30 77z
; contractor |operation and 2014 | 2014
available to . ;
s trained [maintenance
smallholder
farmers
etc.

0

Decentralized supporting documents (e.g. for training activities) with detailed information including:

Training curriculum / project overview

Training and demonstration materials, hand-outs

Participants lists

Evaluation forms, test results and observations by the trainer/facilitator

etc.

13. For ASSP, a set of Monitoring Registers is proposed that would be able to capture some 80-
90% of key activities and result of the project, as defined in the project design”. These Monitoring
Registers would allow for decentralized data entry of planned activities, monitoring data and
evaluation data, and for consolidation, central storage, processing and report generation by the PMT.

7 Results mainly at output level, but also outcomes. Such registers are not useful to capture everything: some activities and

results, those that happen ad hoc, infrequently or cannot be linked to indicators may have to be recorded manually on
paper or in separate documents.
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Monitoring: Activities and Resources Level

14. The focus here is at the lowest level of the logical framework, activities and resources (also
referred to as inputs). Physical progress monitoring means tracking the actual implementation of
activities compared to what was planned, and financial progress monitoring means tracking the
actual expenditure compared to budgets. The starting point for monitoring at this level is planned
activities and budget data in the AWPB. Monitoring of project resources also requires tools for
preparing a procurement plan, for contract management and for keeping track of project assets.

15. Indicative project activities are described in the Project Design Report. However, actual
activities are to be decided and elaborated during an annual planning process by different
implementing agencies, and consolidated by the PMT in an overall AWPB. Selection of planned
activities should be based on:

e the design documents (Project Design Report, Financing Agreement), which represent a
broad guideline but not a blueprint for implementation;

o the agreed project outputs to be delivered;

e findings during analytical studies and consultations, including priorities that the project
target group identifies during consultative meetings and workshops;

e experience gained during ASSP implementation: what works and what doesn’t.

16.  Over time, the role of the Project Design Report in determining ASSP activities will be reduced
and be replaced by needs identified in dialogue with beneficiaries and other stakeholders, and
experience gained during project implementation. The AWPB, including a Procurement Plan, should
be approved by Government (PSC) and then submitted to IFAD. An approved AWPB is the basis for
implementation during a project year. Amendments can be made but again require review and
approval by Government and IFAD. Quantitative monitoring would focus on the extent to which
planned activities have been completed and how much of the budget has been spent. Qualitative
monitoring would focus on how well activities have been carried out and how efficient project
resources have been used.

17.  AWPB preparation has been a centralized exercise so far but will be a decentralized process
starting from the 2014/15 AWPB, with the PMT and the districts preparing their own work plans, which
are then shared, discussed and consolidated. Workshops that bring together main implementing
partners and other key stakeholders would be useful as part of this process at least once per year,
organized by the PMT.

18. Key considerations in developing PM&E systems at the level of activities and inputs are:

e consistency in formats used, to ensure data is complete and to facilitate comparison over
time and between institutions;

e easy consolidation of decentralized plans into one consolidated AWPB of the project;

e both physical progress monitoring and financial progress monitoring, separate but with a
link between the two.

19. The following tools are proposed for planning and physical progress monitoring at this level:

e Planned Activities Register — a table used during annual planning to record proposed
activities, which will be included as an annex to the AWPB, together with budget details
that can be used to calculate budget totals;

o Activity Progress Register — a table used throughout the year to add monitoring data to
planned activities, which will be the basis for quarterly reports and will be included in
annual reports as an annex.

Planned Activities Register

20. Details for each planned activity would be entered into a Planned Activities Register (see
Figure 8) during the annual planning process. The PMT, districts and any other key implementing
agencies would submit tabulated planned activities to the PMT, where the information would be
reviewed and consolidated. Annual planning workshops would be used to share, discuss, improve
and synchronize all the planned activities.
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Figure 8. Example of a planned activities register (database setup)

Planned activities regist

Year: 2010 J Support for input and output traders j Comp 1 loping More Dynamic Market diari Delete | Reports | Close |
Identification of traders and coc ilongwe Field assessment completed

= agro-dealers ~ e G G | A2 7| 111011400 | ANC 2] yiliage
Technical design to review and PMU-SP . ] . Consultant contracted and field

™ design trader manuals - [e3N _C __ENe] O | BOC 7] 1 O0O0NO0 mpp GO0 - work
Business dvpt services for ANE Services contracted for field

“ jmput and output agro-dealers ] @] O mrmm ) SES j 4 0000000 j MEC |= work

21. The PMT already has developed this kind of register for ASSP, as an Excel spread sheet. The
register contains planned activities with budget details, organized by component, sub-component and
a third level heading such as situational analysis of mechanization sector (see Figure 9). It is
recommended to use the same structure of components, sub-components and headings from year to
year, to facilitate comparison. It would be possible to link the third-level headings to the design
document, for example by using the headings in the cost tables (Working Paper 9, detailed cost
tables), which is currently not the case. The activity “establish number of existing tractors and
implements” in Figure 9 would then fall under the heading Tractor rebuilding scheme in Table 1.1 of
Working Paper 9. This is not a necessity but it offers one advantage: the ability to compare budget
sub-totals with the design document. The disadvantage is that it may further encourage use of the
design document as a blueprint.

Figure 9. Current ASSP planned activities reglster

R e n nin v " wie ninie. " " " . .
i B — - L |||_||||I|||_|||=|u_|||||||_||||||
e Tl T o o |~~T'-’-‘|"‘"f"'|--| 4= L e P ) T r-
\ W
o YY) T I N N P I T
{ T T PP Y NN I P I A P wl | T T 1T Towl
|
1
|
1
1
\
Activity When Responsible Quarterly Budget GOB
Vote | Qutputs / Planned Activities | Where (Area of Tarqet Unit  |01[02[03[04| Oficers) [Budget 01] Budget 02 Budget | Budget | Total Cost [12%- VAT FINANCIN
Code activity) i 03 |ty 30%
1|SUSTAINABLE AGRICULTURE PRODUCTION
11 AGRICULTURAL MECHANIZATION
114 Stakeholder Consultation and
analysis
Component focus workshop Parakarungu, Warkshop Xl®|x (=]
(agricultural Mechanization] Jemneng, Tonota 3 150,000 150,000 18,000
11.2 Tractor and Implements Census
Establish number of existing National Desktop b 10
tractors and implements 1 Study
113 Situstisns! snalysis of Consultsngy MEEC
Mechanisation sector 200,000 200,000 24,000
Privatisation Mational 1 | x
techanisation strategy National 1

22. The data fields that are currently used for planned activities in the spreadsheet are appropriate,
they include: a code; description of the output/planned activities; where the activity will take place; a
unit and target; in which quarters the activity will be implemented; and the person responsible. Budget
details include a breakdown by quarter; financier (GoB or IFAD loan/grant); expenditure category; tax
element; and budget comments. The spreadsheet has many columns and could be better organized,
but is functional as it is. The budget details make it possible to prepare key budget summary tables
such as total budget by (sub)component and quarter; total budget by component and financier; total
budget by expenditure category and quarter; and total budget by expenditure category and financier.
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23. Decentralized planning in the future could mean that districts use the same format to enter
planned activities, and submit these to the PMT where they are consolidated. In a spreadsheet, this
would be done by copying and pasting, which means the layout of the spreadsheets used must be the
same. In a database setup, this would be done through data exchange between databases. The
current spreadsheet could be improved by using various advanced Excel features such as tables,
named ranges, preformatted cells/columns, protected sheets, data validation and dropdown lists, and
it would be advisable to do this especially when multiple users will enter planned activities which are
then consolidated.

Activity Progress Register

24. The Activity Progress Register would be used to enter status information for planned
activities, on a continuous basis as implementation takes place during the year. Four pieces of
monitoring data that would be added to each activity are shown in Figure 10. Planned activities with
monitoring data could be submitted regularly by the various districts and service providers to the PMT,
for review, consolidation and reporting. This data would be used for management purposes, to check
progress, identify issues, and provide support or intervene where needed. The data would also be
included in quarterly and annual reports as an annex listing all planned activities with progress data.

Figure 10. ASSP activity progress register (proposed data fields)

Planned Activities Register Activity Progress Register

- a percentage indicating the completion level
description Qf. the » status (estimate by the implementer) of an activity (0-100%
planned activity g o

in increments of 10%)
expected result / a measurement of what was really achieved,
P » achievement | compared to the expected result (7 out of 11 training
unit & target
courses)
» monitoring a short description elaborating progress made,
lannin comments problems encountered, action required
Eomme?ﬂs > action for activitie§ that have encountgred specific
. problems, indicating that there is a problem and that
required o . .
action/intervention is required
_________ : . . actual expenditure incurred compared to the budget: '
budget 1 > expenditure ' details entered in ORACLE/spreadsheets ;

25. The achievement is a measurement: for the activity construction of ASCs in the 2013/14
AWPB, the unit should be number and the target is 3, in Chobe, Central, and Southern Districts. Only
when construction of the first ASC has been fully completed would the achievement be 17, until then it
is 0. This is a correct approach, but an achievement of zero ASCs constructed is an unfair
representation of progress made when, while none of the ASCs have been completed, two ASCs are
about halfway complete while for the third ASC designs have been approved and construction has
just started. The status therefore complements the achievement: it is a subjective estimate of the
completion level of an activity, made by the person responsible for an activity, and using a percentage
from 0-100%. In the ASC example described earlier, the status may be 60% while the achievement is
still 0, and a month later the status may be 70% and the achievement 1 out of 3 ASCs completed.
Monitoring comments are qualitative data, brief comments explaining in a few words how far an
activity has reached, whether it is on schedule or not, etc. Action required is proposed as a yes/no
field to highlight problem activities that are behind schedule, are stuck, are over budget, and will not
be completed as planned unless management intervenes and specific action is taken. The activity plot
size determination and many other activities under the Pilot Scheme for Smallholder Wastewater
Irrigation in the 2013/14 AWPB are problem activities until the land ownership issue has been
resolved. This progress information would be updated continuously, and would always show the latest
status of activities: for the current year, where the activity has reached during the year; and for
previous years, the situation at the end of the year.
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26. This approach can be adopted immediately by adding four columns to the 2013/14 AWPB, as
shown in Figure 11. Similar to decentralized activity planning, adding progress data to planned activity
could also be decentralized: whoever is responsible for implementing an activity would also update
progress information for that activity, for example monthly or whenever significant progress has been
made. The M&E Officer would collect and consolidate the data on a regular basis, and it would be
used by the PMT for management purposes and for reporting.

Figure 11. Current ASSP planned activities register with proposed progress data fields

Activity When Responsible Progress Quarterly
Vote ["Outputs | Planned Activities | Where (Area of Unit |01]a2[a3[a4| Officer(s) |Achieve- Action Budget Q1] Budget 02
Code ivity) Target | | | === Status Required Comments

1|SUSTAINABLE AGRICULTURE PRODUCTION

11 AGRICULTURAL MECHANIZATION

111 Stakeholder Consultation and
analysis

Component focus workshop Parakarungu, Workshop K|X|X o On schedule. Only Tonota
{Agricultural Mechanization) | Jwaneng, Tonota workshop still to be done,
planned for July, already fully

’m. 150,000

Financial Progress Monitoring: Expenditure and Resource Management

27. Expenditure details will be submitted separately as required and using formats specified by the
Financial Controller, and would be entered in the financial software Oracle when it is operationalized
for ASSP. Besides expenditure details, additional data needs to be kept on project inputs/resources,
for which an Assets Register and a Contracts Register are required. The links between planned
activities, budget details and implementation progress data in the PM&E system, and budget
information and expenditure information in the financial management systems, are shown in
Figure 12. It would be possible to try and capture expenditure for each individual activity by adding
expenditure as a fifth piece of monitoring data, a fifth data column in Figure 11. However, experience
in other projects suggest this is difficult in practice, partly because systems, persons involved and
information flows are different for physical progress and financial progress, partly because
expenditure such as stationary, fuel, allowances or a consultant, is often difficult to link to one specific
activity.

Figure 12. Links between physical planning/progress and financial planning/progress

Financial Controller,

M&E Officer - Procurement Officer
| Assets Register |
| Contracts Register |
- 5 s s 5 - | Procurement Plan |
Planned Activities Register Possible links
. . * (sub)component
Activity Progress Register « district
«— | *implementer — budget/expenditure data
« expenditure category in Oracle/spreadsheets
« financiers

28. What is described above has some bias towards quantitative data, and this will have to be
complemented by qualitative monitoring, which investigates how well activities have been carried
out, how efficient project resources have been used, where and why there are problems, etc. In
combination, quantitative data (facts and figures) and qualitative data (analytical comments) will be
the backbone of good progress reports.

Monitoring: Project Outputs (Level 1 Results)

29. Project activities are planned and implemented in order to deliver outputs, through which the
higher objectives of ASSP will be achieved (see Annex 3). Outputs are the project deliverables at
the second lowest level of the logical framework: they can be “bought” when appropriate activities are
selected and resources are used well. Outputs are relatively broad results of multiple activities. They
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are also the level of accountability of ASSP: the direct results that the project has to show for money
spent. Once outputs have been agreed on and targets have been set, the project is committed to
those deliverables.

30. If the project intervention logic is sound and outputs are delivered, it is likely that higher level
objectives will be achieved. The extent to which outputs are delivered needs to be checked on a
regular basis, and should be reported in consolidated quarterly and annual reports. Indicators are
used to measure the progress made with delivering project outputs, which should be linked to RIMS
indicators to meet IFAD’s data requirements. The six project outputs and intervention logic as defined
in the Design Document have been discussed and are generally considered to be sound (see
Table 2), only the wording of some outputs has been slightly edited. One output has been added for
Component 3, to enable systematic reporting of management performance under this component
together with the other two components.

Table 2. ASSP Outputs

Component 1. Sustainable Agricultural Production

Output 1.1 Efficient agricultural mechanisation services available to smallholder farmers

Output 1.2 Improved rainfed agricultural practices adapted, tested and demonstrated

Output 1.3 Pilot scheme for smallholder wastewater irrigation established

Component 2.  Enabling Environment for Smallholder Agriculture

Output 2.1 Capacity to deliver extension services improved

Output 2.2 Agricultural Service Centres constructed and equipped to provide stakeholder identified
services

Output 2.3 Core agricultural institutional framework re-focussed, and strengthened

Component 3.  Project Management

Output 3.1 Effective project administration and coordination

31.  The revised logical framework that was available at the start of the mission had a rather limited
set of output indicators, some of which were project-specific, some of which were IFAD RIMS Level 1
indicators. For each component and output, the proposed indicators have been discussed.
Considerable modifications have been made, and a full overview of revised output indicators is
presented in Annex 4. As much as possible, the following considerations have been used:

e select a manageable number of relevant indicators;

e have indicators for which data can be recorded as part of implementation, without requiring
separate tools or efforts to collect the data;

e have project-specific indicators and link these to IFAD RIMS Level 1 indicators where
applicable.

32. The extent to which the outputs are delivered needs to be monitored: this involves setting
annual targets, quantitative assessment using the indicators, and qualitative analysis.
Cumulative targets for output indicators can be derived from the Project Design Report in some
cases, for example, the fact that 15 ASCs are to be designed, constructed and equipped. Annual
targets for output indicators should be defined during AWPB preparation. Quantitative data on output
indicators should be collected, while the delivery of outputs should also be assessed from a
qualitative perspective, to check the quality of implementation, the performance of implementing
agencies, and to better understand the results.

33. Progress monitoring at the level of project outputs should not be a separate process with
separate activities that are carried out just to measure indicators. Instead, monitoring should be
integrated with implementation as much as possible. For this reason, the quantitative indicators are
mostly proxy indicators that are simple to measure. For example, output 2.1 is about improved
capacity to deliver extension services, whereas the indicators mostly report numbers of people
trained: this is not the same but is easier to measure. Actually measuring increased capacity achieved
through training would involve standardized testing of trainees, visiting staff, agro-dealers and village-
based agents afterwards to ask what they remember having learned during training, and observing
whether they are able to put new knowledge or skills into practice. This is an important difference,
which underscores the importance of qualitative analysis in addition to quantitative indicators: some
staff members, agro-dealers and village-based agents should be visited to check in detail what they
have learned and are doing differently as a result, and the findings should be written up as qualitative
information that complements the indicators.
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34. Data related to output indicators should be recorded on a continuous basis by each service
provider and implementing agency, as well as the PMT. It is important to clearly define who would
be involved in collecting, recording and submitting such data: this has been discussed to a limited
extent, since the implementation arrangements for ASSP are still evolving. On-going data collection
and data entry on the delivery of outputs would be an essential element of the overall PM&E systems
of ASSP.

35. Details related to output indicators would be recorded using standard formats for recording
output-related data, referred to as output monitoring registers (see Annex 1). Which registers to
use is determined by carefully analysing the project design and identifying the major areas of
intervention. For each major area of intervention, an output monitoring register is then developed to
record basic data throughout the life of the project. For ASSP, the following output monitoring
registers are proposed:

e an Institutions Register, for data on all key institutions involved in the project or delivering
services

e a Farmer Group/Cluster Committee Register, for data on farmer groups supported by the
project;

e a Training Register, for data on all capacity building activities/results;

. a Structures and Facilities Register, for data on ASCs and other facilities used to deliver
services;

e a General Register, for any results and indicators that do not fit in the above.

36. The principle of these registers has been illustrated in Figure 7 for the Training Register:
supporting documents with details are kept at field level and by project implementers; selected key
data is entered in the monitoring registers; and this data is used by managers to check results, and to
calculate totals for indicators which are presented in physical progress summary tables and to submit
RIMS data to IFAD.

37. The standard formats can include ‘paper forms’ in MS-Word, and equivalent templates to enter
data in a spreadsheet or database. When data is recorded consistently, ASSP will be able to:

. quickly generate summary reports that show the overall progress made at the level of
outputs, as well as results achieved for one area of intervention, such as training;

. easily access the details of one particular activity/result, to check the status and whether
any issues need to be addressed;

. over time, use the historical overview that is thus created of efforts made and indicator-

based results, to analyse performance and share the information with other stakeholders.

38. Designing the output monitoring registers involves defining key data the project would like to
record, and then designing the templates for capturing that data. Capacity building is a key activity
under ASSP, and will be taken as an example. Capacity building can take different forms, such as
short formal training courses, workshops/seminars, Business Development Services (BDS) as on-the-
job coaching, study tours/exchange visits, demonstrations. In each case, however, the key data is the
same and would be recorded in a Training Register, for which number of participants in relation to a
training indicator is the key result. The data that could be recorded in this monitoring register is shown
in Table 3.

Table 3. ASSP Training Register (proposed Data Fields)

e  Output — a dropdown list with outputs, to select which project output the training contributes to.

e Indicator — a dropdown list with project indicators related to training.

e  Short description of the activity. Title or short description of the capacity building activity.

¢ Number of activities. Usually one, but it is possible to capture multiple activities in one record.

e Description of participants — description of who participated (e.g. agro-dealers, where they came from, etc.).

e Men/Women — the number of men and women who completed the activity.

¢  Youths / non-youths — the number of youths and over 35 years olds who completed the activity.

e Start date. e End date —date the activity was completed.

e Duration (days) — the number of days a training course, workshop, study tour took.

e  Where (in which district) the activity took place.
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¢ Venue/destination — where exactly the training or workshop took place, the study tour went to, etc.

e  Service provider — the institution that organized or carried out the activity.

e Lead trainer/facilitator — the main person who conducted or facilitated the activity (more than one name can
be entered, but space is limited).

e Details and comments. Background information on the capacity building activity, related to the participants,
the performance of the trainer, the actual learning effect, etc.

39. Data collection for the Training Register could Figure 13. Output monitoring data collection

involve paper forms that can be filled in the field; a Reports, Tables and
Word document that can be filled at district level or by £z, =xported Data
a service provider who has access to a computer; and

online forms that can be sent, filled out and returned
via email using a tool such a Google Forms. Whatever
tools are selected, at some point the data would be
entered in the Training Monitoring Register, which
could be spreadsheet-based or part of an M&E ML )
Database (see Figure 13). ' w fyone of Forms and.

Output Monitoring

Register: Training

(spreadsheet or
database)

Progress Reports
by Implementers

40. The data kept in the Training Register would be

used to prepare reports that list capacity building
results, for one indicator, under one output, or in one district; and to calculate totals on various
project-specific and RIMS indicators (see Table 4) for indicator-based summary reports.

Table 4. ASSP output Indicators linked to the Training Register

Indicator RIMS level 1 indicator
Private machinery contractors trained Staff of service providers trained
Private machinery contractors provided with
Business Development Services
Mechanisation officers trained on agricultural
equipment and farm operations
Private contractors trained on agricultural equipment
and farm operations
SMSs, ADs and lead farmers trained in improved
crop production technologies
Farmers exposed to improved crop production
methods at demonstration plots

People trained in business and entrepreneurship skills

Government officials and staff trained

Staff of service providers trained

Government officials and staff trained

People trained in crop production and technologies

Farmers trained in conservation agriculture People trained in crop production and technologies
People trained in irrigation scheme management People trained in infrastructure management
Farmers trained in irrigated crop production People trained in crop production and technologies
Farmers trained post-harvest handling / marketing of | People trained in post-production, processing and
irrigated crops marketing

SMSs and ADs trained in extension methodologies Government officials and staff trained
Agro-dealers trained Staff of service providers trained

Village-based agents trained X

41. It would be possible to generate three types of reports using the data in the Output Monitoring
Registers: (i) summary reports; (ii) intermediate reports; (iii) detailed reports. Summary reports would
present targets and results for indicators: for example, “private machinery contractors trained” for
which there would be an annual target for a specific project year, an annual result, a cumulative target
to be achieved by the end of the project, and a cumulative result from the beginning of the project to
where it has reached. Intermediate reports would provide summarized information followed by lists
of supporting data: for example, in the case of training and the indicator “Farmers trained in
conservation agriculture”, a table would be included listing all the training activities that have been
entered in the Training Register under this indicator. Detailed reports would present detailed
information on one particular item: one training or workshop or study tour or demonstration.

42. The summary report shows limited data for all output indicators. If needed, more information
regarding one indicator could be obtained from an intermediate report, which would list results under
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an indicator, for a certain period and with selected data. To obtain yet more specific information, a
detailed report for one specific result would be used. The summary report or physical progress
summary table has a standard format that has long been used by IFAD projects, is also included in
supervision reports and should be included by the project in annual reports. It has been provided to
the M&E Officer as an Excel spreadsheet (see Figure 14) with all output indicators already filled. Data
including cumulative targets (at the end of the project), annual targets, cumulative results and annual
results must be added as they become available.

Figure 14. Physical progress summary table: output indicators with targets and monitoring results
ASSP Physical Progress Summary 2013/14

Indicator [ Unit [Annual target| Annual result] % | Appraisal target] Revised target| Cumulative result| %
Component 1. Sustainable Agricultural Production
Output 1.1 Efficient agricultural mechanisation services available to smallholder farmers
Go od tractors/ sold or leased to private machinery contractors number na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
) - . ) ) men 15 0 0% na. na. 0 na.
Private machinery contracters trained (RIMS: Staff of service providers trained)
women 15 0 0% na. na. 0 na.
Private machinery contracters provided with Business Development Services (RIMS: People men na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
trained in business and entrepreneurship skills) women na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
- - men na 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
Private machinery operators accredited
'women na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
Dx ions with improved mechanized agricultural equi number na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
D ions with improved animal-d agricultural i number na. 0 n.a. na. na. 0 na.
Mechanisation officers trained on agricultural equipment and farm operations (RIMS: Government |men na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
officials and staff trained) women na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
Private trained on agri i and fa ions (RIMS: G men na. 0 na. 112 112 0 0%
officials and staff trained) women na. 0 na. 48 48 0 0%
Output 1.2 Improved rainfed agricultural practices adapted, tested and demonstrated
Adaptive research trial sites established site na. 0 na. 70 70 0 0%
Adaptive research trials conducted trial n.a. 0 na. 260 260 0 0%
"Adaptive rescarch reports produced number na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
SMSs, ADs and lead farmers trained in improved crop production technologies (RIMS: men na. 0 na. 76 76 0 %
Government officials and staff trained) 'women na. 0 na. 32 76 0 0%
Demonstration plots established in the project area number 10 0 0% 30 30 0 0%
Crop i at ion sites number na. 0 na. 115 115 0 0%
| ] ] men na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na
Farmers exposed to improved crop production methods at demonstration plots (RIMS: People
. 'women na. 0 na. na. na. 0 n.a,
trained in crop production and technologies)
persons 35 years old or below na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
E ned el RIMS: People trained ducti g men na. 0 na. 5400 5400 0 0%
armers trained in conservation agriculture - People trained in ¢ roduction 2
amers trained in conservation agriculure ( eople trained in crop production an — — 5 = 5 0 5 =
technologies)
persons 35 years old or below na. 0 na. 3600 3600 0 0%
‘Ouput 1.3 Pilot scheme for irrigation
Smallholder fa homland in the pil h has b 1 d (RIMS: Peopl - s 0 O o o 0 ¥
t t ts 1 : I
mallholde fmers to whormland in the i oJ;c eme has been allocated (] cople in groups < 5 o = o 5 o
persons 35 years old or below 6 0 0% 30 30 0 0%
Developed imigable area in the imigation schems (RIVIS: Land under iigation schemes " T 0 a 29 2 o -~
constructed/rehabilitated)
men na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
People trained in irrigation scheme management (RIMS: People trained in
women n.a. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
'management)
persons 35 years old or below na. 0 na. na na. 0 na.
] . ] o men na. 0 na. na 70 0 0%
Farmers trained in irrigated crop production (RIMS: People trained in crop prod and
. 'women n.a. 0 n.a. na 30 0 0%
technologies)
persons 35 years old or below na. 0 na. na 30 0 0%
E ined ; handli koting ofii : RIMS: People trained i men na. 0 na. na 70 0 0%
t t-harvest ket 1 ] t t-
anmers trained post-harvest handling / marketing of irrigated crops ( cople trained in post- [ Y 0 v = o 0 o
production, processing and narketing)
persons 35 years old or below na. 0 na. na 30 0 0%
‘Component 2. Enabling Environment for Smallholder Agriculture
Output 2.1 Capacity to deliver extension services improved
] - R men 63 0 0% na. na. 0 na.
SMSs and ADs trained in extension methodologies (RIMS: Government officials and staff trained)
'women 27 0 0% na. na. 0 na.
L . ; men na. 0 na. 35 35 0 0%
Additional ADs recruited and mobile
women na. 0 na. 15 15 0 0%
Ratio of farmers per extension worker reduced farmers per AD na. na. na. 500 500 0 0%
- - men na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
Agro-dealers trained (RIMS: Staff of service providers trained)
'women na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
i men na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
Village-based agents trained
women na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
Output 2.2 Agricultural Service Centres constructed and equipped to provide stakeholder identified services
ASCs established Number 3 0 0% 15 15 0 0%
Cluster g i i / Number na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
Enterprises servicing smallholder farmers operating from ASCs Number na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
Output 2.3 Core agricultural institutional framework re-focussed and strengthened
(Changes made to ISPAAD operations / services as a result of the ASSP-supported comprehensive Number na 0 na na na 0 na
review
men na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
Farmers benefitting fromnew land allocations 'women na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
persons 35 years old or below na. 0 na. na. na. 0 na.
Component 3. Project Management
Output 3.1 Effective project administration and coordination
Key consultative stakeholder workshops held Number n.a. 0 n.a. 6 6 0 0%
Study and survey reports produced Number na. 0 na. 7 7 0 %
Project expenditure compared to budgets BWP (-000) 25360 0 0% 165 140 165 140 0 0%
AWPBs, annual reports and audit reports submitted on time Number na. 1 na. 15 15 0 0%
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Evaluation: Project Objective and Outcomes (Level 2 Results)

43. Measuring project outcomes means answering the “so what?” question: what are the
improvements and benefits that follow the implementation of project activities and delivery of outputs?
Outcomes typically concern the utilization of, and benefits derived from outputs: the project provides
capacity (improved extension knowledge and skills, ASCs, better organized cluster committees) —
how are these used and what difference do they make? Assessing outcomes means analysing
changes in the attitude and behaviour of households and individuals (e.g., whether people use more
mechanised services); changes in productivity and profitability (e.g., increased yields of maize,
sorghum and millet); and changes in efficiency and effectiveness of service delivery and support
systems (e.g., farmers’ satisfaction with services available from extension and ASCs). Various
methods can be used for measuring these changes, including studies, participatory approaches,
questionnaire-based surveys, focus group discussions, etc.

44. The Development Objective of ASSP is: to achieve a viable and sustainable smallholder
agricultural sector based on farming as a business, and not reliant on subsidies or welfare measures.
The two project outcomes are: (i) sustainable increase in smallholder agricultural productivity; and (ii)
favourable enabling environment for smallholder agricultural development. The project objective and
outcomes will be achieved if: (i) the intervention logic of the project is sound; (ii) delivery of outputs is
effective (see Annex 3). It will take time before outcomes will become visible, and attempts to
measure results at this level should not take place until after three years of implementation, for ASSP
by the end of year three (2014/15) at the earliest. After that, the information should be updated
annually.

45. IFAD has introduced a new approach for assessing results at this level. Level 2 Results are
now included in the IFAD RIMS framework in the form of assessments. These look at the extent to
which project activities are successful in reaching their expected results — assessment of
effectiveness — and at the extent to which the benefits of project initiatives are likely to be
sustainable after the end of project support — assessment of sustainability. Rating scales are used
to report achievement of Level 2 Results: a score of 1 corresponds to highly unsatisfactory
effectiveness or very weak sustainability, while a score of 6 indicates highly satisfactory effectiveness
or very strong sustainability (see Annex 2). Level 2 Results should be given a rating by the project
and should reflect a realistic assessment of the results using quantitative support indicators and
qualitative analysis.

46. The Level 2 Results and indicators shown in Table 5 are proposed for ASSP (see Annex 5 for
more details). For each Level 2 Result, quantitative data on supporting indicators would be collected
during the baseline survey and the completion survey. Small sample surveys could be used to collect
data on the support indicators annually, at the end of year 4 and maybe also at the end of year 3,
depending on how quickly activities on the ground get underway. “Service providers” in Table 5 refers
to the advisors (extension services, other trainers) and local market operators (input suppliers, tractor
service providers, traders, processors) that farmers and their groups deal with.

Table 5. Proposed RIMS Level 2 Results and Supporting Indicators for ASSP

Development objective: to achieve a viable and sustainable smallholder agricultural sector based on farming as a
business, and not reliant on subsidies or welfare measures

RIMS Level 2 result. Likelihood of sustainability of productive infrastructure - Irrigation schemes (rate 1-6)
Proportion of irrigation farmers who have paid their dues/contributions

Outcome 1. sustainable increase in smallholder agricultural productivity

RIMS Level 2 result. Effectiveness: improved agricultural, livestock and fishery production (rate 1-6)
Average yield for rainfed crops (maize, sorghum, millet) among target households

Proportion of target households reporting yield increase for rainfed crops

RIMS Level 2 result. Effectiveness of productive infrastructure - Irrigation schemes (rate 1-6)

Total area cropped and harvested in the irrigation scheme

Outcome 2. favorable enabling environment for smallholder agricultural development.

RIMS Level 2 result. Effectiveness: improved performance of service providers (rate 1-6)

Proportion of target group farmers adopting technologies recommended by the project

Proportion of farmers using hired mechanized services

Cropped area covered using mechanized services

Cropped area under conservation agriculture

Farmers using ASC-based services

Proportion of rainfed farmers satisfied with available agricultural services

Proportion of irrigation farmers satisfied with available services

62



Botswana

Agricultural Services Support Project (ASSP)

Supervision Report — 2™ Joint Implementation Support Mission: 20-31 May 2013
Appendix 8: Planning, Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E)

47. In principle, all the support indicators used should capture performance in one way or another.
This is different from output indicators that capture project deliverables. The selected indicators would
measure several important trends that one would expect to see when ASSP is successful. The data
collected on these indicators would be used to decide which ratings to give to the RIMS Level 2
Results. These ratings, together with qualitative analysis, would be captured in an Outcomes
Register. The proposed data to be captured in such an Outcomes Register are shown in Table 6.
The M&E Officer will be responsible for organizing annual data collection on the performance
indicators, for carrying out qualitative analysis (thematic studies, collecting data for case studies), for
entering the data and for calculating totals. The PMT would jointly decide on the annual ratings for the
Level 2 Results. The information would be used for management purposes, and in half-yearly and
annual progress reports.

Table 6. Outcomes Register — Data Fields

Data Field Contents
outcome the project objective
level 2 result IFAD level 2 result rated under the objective/outcome
rating rating on 1-6 scale
support reference to an outcome indicator in the logical framework that supports the rating given to
indicator1 the Level 2 Result
indicator2 reference to a second supporting performance indicator
indicator3 reference to a third supporting performance indicator
indicator4 reference to a fourth supporting performance indicator
etc.
comments comments, elaboration, qualitative data for the level 2 result

Evaluation: Overall Goal and Project Impact (Level 3 Results)

48. The goal of ASSP (also called overall goal, while results at this level are called project impact,
and in IFAD terminology, third level results), is not something the project would achieve exclusively,
but is something it would contribute to over time, jointly with other projects, programmes and
government services. The essence is to reduce rural poverty and food insecurity and this should
be measured, either directly or indirectly.

49. IFAD uses RIMS anchor indicators that each relate to a specific Millennium Development Goal
(MDG), to measure impact or third-level results. Two mandatory IFAD anchor indicators should be
measured by each project: (i) Increase in social and productive assets of rural households and
(ii) Reduction in prevalence of child malnutrition. Tracking child malnutrition involves anthropomorphic
measurements (weight and height) of children in target group households. Another RIMS impact
indicator is on food security. During an IFAD RIMS implementation support mission in June 2012, it
was apparently agreed to conduct a “RIMS plus” baseline survey, to collect baseline data for impact
indicators as well as outcome indicators. In light of the project goal the three indicators mentioned
above are relevant and it is proposed to use them as the core impact indicators for ASSP (see
Annex 6):

e  Reduction in prevalence of child malnutrition (RIMS indicator): over a large sample of
households, increased crop output and income from crops would result in improved
nutrition for the entire household and especially for children, through an increased food
stock and capacity to buy food if necessary. Over time chronic malnutrition, which reflects
deprivation over a period of months or years, would reduce for children in target group
households.

e  Rural households with improvement in asset ownership (RIMS indicator): over a large
sample of households, increased income would show an increase in asset ownership,
because people invest in household/productive assets;

e  Households for which food security has improved (RIMS indicator): over a large sample of
households, increased income would show increased food security due to an increased
capacity to buy food if necessary, and a reduced prevalence/duration of the ‘hungry
season’.

50. The extent to which ASSP has achieved project impact, would thus be assessed using these
three quantitative indicators. Quantitative data on higher level results would normally be collected
using a large sample survey at three points during the life of the project: baseline/benchmark, mid-
term and completion. In the case of ASSP, which has started up slowly, has no results on the ground
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yet and less than four years until project completion, only two surveys representing a baseline and
project completion situation is recommended.

51. In addition, smaller sample surveys could be used annually from year 3 or year 4 onwards, to
collect data on outcome indicators that support Level 2 Results. Qualitative analysis would
complement the quantitative indicator-based data at outcome and impact level. This type of analysis
would focus on: (i) investigating problems and unexpected quantitative results (e.g., why is the
proportion of farmers using hired mechanized services much lower among beneficiaries in Ngamiland
and Kweneng compared to the other districts); (ii) illustrating what is behind the numbers (e.g. the
yield levels are increasing for maize, sorghum and millet but at different rates - a study can try to
explain what key factors are driving the yield increases; (iii) present the “human face” of the project
results, by illustrating how individual farmers have managed to improve their production as a result of
project interventions, and how their households have benefitted.

52. Qualitative analysis would also be used to analyse the extent to which women and youths
participate in and benefit from different project components, and the reasons why if their involvement
falls below expectation. Similarly, qualitative analysis could include selected case studies that would
demonstrate how and to what extent particularly poor households are benefitting.

53. A baseline survey must be carried out as a matter of urgency. Enough is known at this point to
do this: the geographic coverage has been well defined in terms of EAs and ASCs, the target group
has also been well defined and selection criteria have been agreed on, therefore farmers who
represent the target group can be selected and interviewed.

54.  The starting point for the sample would be the 30 clusters of 30 farmers/households mentioned
in the RIMS guidelines. However, disaggregation of results is necessary for ASSP. This and other
reasons may require the sample size to be modified. The following should be considered.

(i) Disaggregation by sex. Ensure the sample of households includes at least 40% women
farmers in line with the targeting strategy, and record sex of the respondent on the
questionnaire. When analyzing the baseline survey results, and future impact findings,
the analysis should use this data to disaggregate, and results in reports should be
presented for men, women, and all farmers/beneficiaries.

(i) Disaggregation by age group. Record whether the respondent is a youth (18-35 years
old) or a non-youth (older than 35) on the questionnaire. When analysing the baseline
survey results, and future impact findings, the analysis should use this data to
disaggregate by age group.

(i) IFAD, as well as the ASSP design, has a particular interest in extending benefits to
poorer farmers. Disaggregation by poverty strata should therefore be attempted. One
way in which this can be done is, when a cluster has been selected, to list the sample
frame households by name, and carry out a wealth ranking exercise with community
leaders (define wealth/poverty groups and their characteristics; put people in those
groups), then select proportional numbers of household to be interviewed from each
group, and record the poverty status of the respondent on the questionnaire. However,
this makes the survey much more complicated. Another way is to use normal random
selection of households to be interviewed, and to carry out stratification during analysis
of the survey results, using the impact indicators'® to determine which of the sample
households fall into which quintile'®, and presenting results on indicators by quintile (the
poorest 20% to the best-off 20%) as well as for all farmers.

55. As an example, this means baseline survey results could be presented as shown below. Such
detailed tables can be included in annexes, but more summarized tables and conclusions in a main
report should refer to such more detailed tables. The baseline and impact survey reports should
include such tables with absolute numbers, together with sample size. All other calculations
(percentages, before/after comparisons) and conclusions can follow from such tabulated data®. If this

Using an index based on the monetary value of assets owned would be a relatively easy way to do this.

Quintiles are commonly used, but dividing into four groups (quartiles) or three groups (terciles) would also be possible.

For example: based on the table shown, another table with percentages can be prepared. When a total number of
beneficiaries is known at the time of impact assessment, the table with percentages can be used to prepare a table with
absolute numbers of beneficiaries and their baseline situation on food security. The same can be done for impact data on
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type of basic data is missing, it will often be impossible to go ‘back to basics’ in the future and do

analysis.
Table 7. Example of presenting indicator data: Households for which food security has improved
(baseline)
n =870 Average length of
Number of Number of Number of the hungry
households that households that households that season (months)
. . - : Total
did not experience experienced one experienced two for household
a hungry season hungry season hungry seasons that experienced
one
All households 303 422 145 2.7 870
Men farmers 182 205 63 25 450
Women farmers 121 217 82 2.9 420
Total (check) 303 422 145 2.7 870
Youth Farmers 112 197 87 3.1 396
Non-youth 191 225 58 2.4 474
Total (check) 303 422 145 2.7 870
Poorest quintile 10 104 60 3.7 174
Second quintile 47 99 28 3.1 174
Third quintile 72 81 21 2.6 174
Fourth quintile 81 66 27 21 174
Fifth quintile 93 72 9 1.9 174
Total (check) 303 422 145 2.7 870

Note: one can imagine, in impact survey reports, to find the same table format with additional columns where the data from a
subsequent survey is presented, and the differences.

56. Two-stage sampling would be used, as follows. Assume a total sample of 900 households. If
EAs located in ASC catchment areas and other EAs each are given equal importance, this would
mean randomly selecting 15 out of the approximately 50 EAs located within ASC catchment areas,
and randomly selecting 15 out of approximately 100 EAs covered by ISPAAD but not located within
ASC catchment areas. For each EA the sampling frame would be all farming households that meet
beneficiary selection criteria, from which 30 would be randomly selected. For more details on the
sampling approach see Practical Guidance for Impact Surveys, IFAD, January 2005 — February 2011
available at http://www.ifad.org/operations/rims/.

Way Forward

57. The PMT can start immediately using at least part of the PM&E systems outlined in this
document. The intervention logic is clear and progress has been made with defining appropriate
output, outcome and impact indicators that are relatively easy to use. The link between project-
specific indicators and RIMS level 1 indicators and RIMS level 2 result statements has been
strengthened. The baseline survey can in principle start on this basis, to collect quantitative data on
outcome and impact indicators, and TOR have been prepared. Progress data can be added to
planned activities from now on, by simply adding the columns shown in Figure 11.

58. A centralized system, where the PMT carries out all PM&E activities, is neither feasible, since
there is only one M&E Officer, nor desirable, since it reduces the involvement and ownership of other
stakeholders. A decentralized system for PM&E will require the active involvement of multiple
stakeholders: beneficiaries, extension staff, private service providers, and the PMT. During annual
planning, district institutions and service providers should contribute to planned activities, which are
then shared, reviewed, discussed, modified if needed, and consolidated in an overall AWPB.
Monitoring will involve data collection, data entry and onwards transmission of data by these same
stakeholders. To properly coordinate this approach M&E focal persons, who will work hand in hand
with the M&E Officer, should be selected and trained in each district.

food security: a table with sample data, a table with percentages, a table with total absolute numbers. Finally, comparisons
and conclusions can then be made using the baseline and impact data tables.
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59. The M&E Officer will have to provide the necessary oversight and technical support on all
aspects related to PM&E, and to all project implementers, which includes the following:

. providing appropriate tools and procedures for data collection, data entry and data
transmission;

. offering on-the-job training and backstopping to everybody involved in planning and
monitoring;

. ensuring that tools are used and procedures are adhered to;

. organising events for discussion and information sharing;

. organising qualitative data collection and analysis to complement quantitative data;

. organising and carry out field verification to confirm the accuracy and reliability of

monitoring data;

. consolidating planning and monitoring data, check and analyse the data, and use the
data to prepare draft consolidated work plans, analytical reports and progress reports;

. disseminating information and reports to government, project financiers, service
providers, implementing partners and beneficiaries;

. organising data collection at the level of higher objectives (outcomes and impact), both

quantitative data (baseline and impact surveys) and qualitative data.

60. Establishing the system for output monitoring would involve the following:

. define the data to be recorded in each of the proposed output monitoring registers, as
already done for the Training Register (see Table 3);
. design templates for these registers, which can include paper forms, pre-formatted

spreadsheets or a database setup where results information can be entered and linked
to output indicators;

. provide these templates to district level institutions, service providers and any national
implementing agencies for recording key data on project results as they implement

. agree on a schedule for submitting this data to M&E focal points at district level and the
M&E Offier in the PMT;

. the PM&E Officer should regularly review the output monitoring registers, discuss with

the PMT, seek clarifications and elaboration, and organize field visits, feedback and
management support as needed.

61. The PM&E Officer should separately organise for the collection of qualitative data (thematic
analysis, assessment of effectiveness, case studies) related to project outputs. The PM&E Officer
would analyse progress with implementation and delivery of outputs, and would use the data in the
output monitoring registers to calculate totals for output indicators. This information would be used to
prepare the narrative in quarterly and annual reports, to update the physical progress summary table,
and to submit data on RIMS indicators to IFAD annually.

62. Planning and monitoring registers at activity and output level can be “low-tech”, using paper
forms and spreadsheets. The advantage of this is higher flexibility, easy modification of data fields,
structure and formats while still achieving some consistency in data, the ability to compile data from
different service providers and implementing agencies, and some analytical capability (selecting,
sorting, calculating totals). The disadvantage is that these operations are carried out manually while
analytical and reporting capabilities are limited. Alternatively, the tools can be “high-tech”, typically in a
database or using standard PM&E software. The advantage of this is more powerful tools for
compilation of data, analysis and generating reports, and the possibility to make operations automatic.
The disadvantage is that there is less flexibility once a structure has been created and data has been
entered, and that any modifications require specialist assistance. For ASSP, which has a relatively
simple design and implementation arrangements, and less than four years of implementation
remaining, investment in a “high-tech” database solution does not seem appropriate, and instead
using pre-formatted Excel spreadsheet, and making use of various advanced Excel functions,
including database-type functions, is recommended. Designing the tools especially for output
monitoring is an important task and next step.
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ASSP Logical Framework (2013 revision)

Narrative Summary

Verifiable Indicators
(disaggregated by sex and capturing youths where
possible)

Means of Verification

Assumptions/Risks
(as per Project Design
Report)

Project Goal

To contribute to economic
diversification, reduction of
rural poverty and food
insecurity, and improved
livelihoods of rural
communities.
Development
Objective

Achieve a viable and
sustainable smallholder
agricultural sector
based on farming as a
business, and not
reliant on subsidies or
welfare measures.

1. Reduction in prevalence of child malnutrition (%)
2. Increase in social and productive assets of rural
households (household asset index) (%)

3. Households for which food security has improved
(%)

1. Increase (in real terms) of average household
income from crops sold (%)

2. Average value (in real terms) of subsidized inputs
received by target group farmers (BWP)

3. Proportion of irrigation farmers who have paid their
dues/contributions (%)

RIMS quantitative baseline survey in year 2, impact
survey at completion in year 5. Complemented by
qualitative analysis / household case studies.

Indicator 1 & 2: additional questions added to
quantitative RIMS baseline and impact survey. Annual
survey (smaller sample) of benefitting farmers in year 4
and possibly also in year 3. Complemented by
qualitative analysis / household case studies.

Indicator 3: irrigation scheme records. Complemented
by detailed study on pilot scheme covering crops
grown, areas, production, sales, costs, health issues.

Significant number of rural
youth take advantage of
opportunity to take up farming
as a business.

Government creates a
conducive policy environment
for agricultural development
Farmers adopting new
technologies.

Project Outcomes

Outcome 1. Sustainable
increase in smallholder
agricultural productivity.

Outcome 2. Favourable
enabling environment
for smallholder
agricultural
development.

1. Average yield for rainfed crops (maize, sorghum,
millet) among target households (kg/ha).

2. Proportion of target households reporting yield
increase for rainfed crops (%).

3. Total area cropped and harvested in the irrigation
scheme (ha).

1. Proportion of target group farmers adopting
technologies recommended by the project (%).

2. Proportion of farmers using hired mechanized
services (%).

3. Cropped area covered using mechanized services
(ha).

4. Cropped area under Conservation Agriculture (ha).
5. Farmers using ASC-based services (person).

6. Proportion of rainfed farmers satisfied with available

Indicator 1 & 2: additional questions added to
quantitative RIMS baseline and impact survey. Annual
survey (smaller sample) of benefitting farmers in year 4
and possibly also in year 3. Complemented by
qualitative analysis / case studies.

Indicator 3: irrigation scheme records (note: can
exceed scheme area due to double cropping)

Indicator 1, 6: additional questions added to
quantitative RIMS baseline and impact survey. Annual
survey (smaller sample) of benefitting farmers in year 4
and possibly also in year 3.

Indicator 1, 4 & 5: ASC management to work with
ASC-based enterprises to record total numbers of
clients.

Indicator 2 & 3: records kept by machinery operators
trained under the project.
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Narrative Summary

Verifiable Indicators
(disaggregated by sex and capturing youths where
possible)

Means of Verification

Assumptions/Risks
(as per Project Design
Report)

Project Outputs

agricultural services (%).
7. Proportion of irrigation farmers satisfied with
available services (%).

Component 1. Sustainable Agricultural Production

Output 1.1 Efficient
agricultural
mechanisation services
available to smallholder
farmers.

1. Government-owned tractors/implements sold or
leased to private machinery contractors (number)
2. Private machinery contractors trained (person)
3. Private machinery contractors provided with
Business Development Services (person)

4. Private machinery operators accredited (person)
5. Demonstrations with improved mechanized
agricultural equipment (number)

6. Demonstrations with improved animal-drawn
agricultural implements (number)

7. Mechanisation officers trained on agricultural
equipment and farm operations (person)

8. Private contractors trained on agricultural equipment
and farm operations (person)

All complemented by qualitative analysis / case
studies.

Indicator 7: included in detailed study on pilot irrigation
scheme (see above).

Whoever carries out/organizes an activity (sale/lease
of machinery, training, registering accredited operators,
demonstration) fills a form with key data on the results,
to be entered in the appropriate monitoring register.

Entrepreneurs take advantage
of opportunity to be trained and
invest in tractor mechanization
as a business.

GOB follows through with the
decision to privatise agricultural
mechanisation services.

Output 1.2 Improved
rainfed agricultural
practices adapted,
tested and
demonstrated.

1. Adaptive research trial sites established (number).
2. Adaptive research trials conducted (number).

3. Adaptive research reports produced (number).

4. SMSs, ADs and lead farmers trained in improved
crop production technologies (person).

5. Demonstration plots established in the project area
(number).

6. Crop demonstrations conducted at demonstration
sites (number).

7. Farmers exposed to improved crop production
methods at demonstration plots (person).

8. Farmers trained in conservation agriculture (person).

Whoever carries out/organizes an activity (establish
trial site, conduct trial, conduct training, establish
demonstration plot, carry out demonstration) fills a form
with key data on the results, to be entered in the
appropriate monitoring register.

GOB introduces a policy
framework, which provides
incentives to adopt improved
agricultural techniques.

Ouput 1.3 Pilot scheme
for smallholder
wastewater irrigation
established

1. Smallholder farmers to whom land in the pilot
scheme has been allocated (person).

2. Developed irrigable area in the irrigation scheme
(ha).

3. People trained in irrigation scheme management

Key data on membership will be kept by the

scheme committee, on developed area by the irrigation
officer. Whoever carries out/organizes an activity
(training) fills a form with key data on the results, to be
entered in the appropriate monitoring register.

Smallholder farmers able to
access sufficient finance to
develop irrigation plots.
Irrigated plots are allocated to
genuine smallholder farmers.
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Narrative Summary

Verifiable Indicators
(disaggregated by sex and capturing youths where

Means of Verification

Assumptions/Risks
(as per Project Design

possible) Report)
(person).
4. Farmers trained in irrigated crop production
(person).

5. Farmers trained post-harvest handling / marketing of
irrigated crops (person).

Component 2. Enabling Environment for Smallholder Agriculture

Output 2.1 Capacity to
deliver extension
services improved

| 1. SMSs and ADs trained in extension methodologies

(person).

2. Additional ADs recruited and mobile (person).
3. Ratio of farmers per extension worker reduced
(farmer/AD).

4. Agro-dealers trained (person).

5. Village-based agents trained (person).

Whoever carries out/organizes an activity (training) fills
a form with key data on the results, to be entered in the
appropriate monitoring register. ADs submit data on
clients for indicator 3.

Sufficient qualified and
committed extension workers
recruited.

Output 2.2 Agricultural
Service Centres
constructed and
equipped to provide
stakeholder identified
services

1. ASCs established (number).

2. Cluster management committees
established/supported (number).

3. Enterprises servicing smallholder farmers operating
from ASCs (number).

ASC established means physical construction
completed and management committee in place. ADs
fill/lupdate form for groups/associations/committees.
M&E focal point reports on ASC-based enterprises.

GOB maintains a policy
framework that provides
effective incentives to
entrepreneurs to invest in
agricultural service provision.
Farmers sufficiently participate
in farmer clusters/organisations.

Output 2.3 Core
agricultural institutional
framework re-focussed,
and strengthened

1. Changes made to ISPAAD operations/services as a
result of the ASSP-supported comprehensive review
(number).

2. Farmers benefitting from new land allocations
(person).

Data from Land Boards the project works with.

Macro-economic policy
framework remains receptive to
concept of reducing subsidies to
farmers.

Component 3. Project Ma

Output 3.1 Effective
project administration
and coordination

nagement
1. Key consultative stakeholder workshops held
(number).
2. Study and survey reports produced (number).
3. Project expenditure compared to budgets (BWP).
4. AWPBs, progress and audit reports submitted on

time (number).

PMT records and project accounts.
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Annex 1. Diagram summarizing proposed ASSP PM&E Systems

<| Sample surveys: baseline (large), annual from
Summary tables on outcomes | year 3 or year 4 (small), completion (large)
and impact, quantitative |

SUMMARY TABLES AND REPORTING

Physical Progress Summary Tables,
indicator-based, annual and cumulative *

I
I
1
1
I
I
: AWPBs, Quarterly and Annual Reports |
1
I
I
I
1
1

:Outcomes Register and Outcome Indicators |

EVALUATION: QUANTITATIVE ASSESSMENT OF
OUTCOMES AND IMPACT (RIMS/SURVEY

I

1

1

* |

Financial Progress Summary Tables, :

SOFTWARE), AND QUALITATIVE ANALY SIS
annual and cumulative Case studies and analytical write- Semi-structured interviews,
ups with qualitative inform ation ‘. X photos, direct observation
[
" 7 TPHYSICALPROGRESS MONITORNG ~ ~ [ |" 7}~~~ "~~~ "~~~ """~~~ "~~~ """ "7~ !
, (SPREADSHEETS OR DATABASE WITH !
. TARGETSAND MONITORING REGISTERS) Performance and !
! qualitative analysis: 1
: | Institutions Register |— constraints, opportunitie s, 1
' lessons learned, action : ________________
1 | Farmer Clusters/Groups Register [——— required, case studies i X FINANCIAL PROGRESS |
| ! ' MONITORING !
i : ! I (ORACLE/SPREADSHEETS), !
' Training Register | ! | O ONTRACT AND ASSET 1
| : : MANAGEMENT (EXCEL |
! Structures and —| Activity Progress Register | 1 1 SPREADSHEETS) 1
| Facilities Register | ! | Contracts Reaister | !
] ]
! _| Planned Activities Register (AWPB) | | i | 9 i
- I ] ]
! General Register \ , | Assets Register | ,
I 1 I
] ] ] I ]
| L | Project expenditure | I
1 ] ]
1 I 1 1
] ] 1 1
L

1
: SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS WITH DETAILED BACKGROUND INFORMATION ON ACTIVITIES, RESOURCES, EXPENDITURE AN D
\ RESULTS, KEPT BY THE PMT IMPLEMENTING AGENCIES, SERVICES PROVIDERS, ASCs, BENEFICIARIES

| (Word Documents / Printed Forms / Spreadsheets can be used to record data in the same format as Database Monitoring Registers)

1
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Annex 2. IFAD RIMS Indicators

RIMS Level 3 Indicators or Impact Indicators?'

Millennium Development

IFAD RIMS Level 3 Indicators
Goals

1. Households with improvement in household assets ownership index, based

MDG1 - eradicate extreme on additional assets (productive assets, improved housing, etc.) (number) *

overty and hunger
P y g 2. Reduction in the prevalence of child malnutrition (% of) *

MDG?2 - achieve universal 3. Net enrolment ratio in primary education (%)

primary education 4. Children completing primary/secondary school (number of)

MDG3 - promote gender 5. Literacy rate (by gender) (%)

equality and empower women | 6. Ratio of literate females to males (%)

MDG6 - combat HIV/AIDS, 7. Reduction in the incidence of infectious disease (HIV/AIDS, malaria,
malaria and other diseases tuberculosis) (% of)

8. People with access to improved sanitation (number of)

MDGT?7 - ensure environmental

sustainability 9. People with sustainable access to an improved source of water (drinking

water) (number of)

* compulsory “anchor” impact indicator. x = Selected for ASSP. The five indicators in italics still feature as part of
RIMS surveys and its reports, the others do not. Household food security is still included in RIMS surveys and is
recommended as an indicator.

RIMS Level 3 Indicators selected for ASSP are shown in Annex 6.

RIMS Level 2 Results (Outcomes)?

e Likelihood of sustainability of groups managing infrastructure formed/strengthened

o Effectiveness of productive infrastructure - Irrigation schemes

e Effectiveness of productive infrastructure - Livestock water points

e Effectiveness of productive infrastructure - Rainwater harvesting systems
Effectiveness of productive infrastructure - Other

Effectiveness of productive infrastructure - Fish ponds

Likelihood of sustainability of productive infrastructure - Irrigation schemes
Likelihood of sustainability of productive infrastructure - Livestock water points
Likelihood of sustainability of productive infrastructure - Rainwater harvesting systems
Likelihood of sustainability of productive infrastructure - Other

Likelihood of sustainability of productive infrastructure - Fish ponds

Likelihood of sustainability of natural resources management groups formed/strengthened
Effectiveness of natural resources management and conservation projects
Effectiveness: improved performance of service providers

Effectiveness: improved agricultural, livestock and fishery production

Likelihood of sustainability of crop/ livestock production groups formed/ strengthened
Likelihood of sustainability of saving and credit groups formed/strengthened
Effectiveness: improved access of the poor to financial services

Sustainability: improved performance of financial institutions

Effectiveness: producers benefiting from improved access to markets

Likelihood of sustainability of roads constructed/rehabilitated

Likelihood of sustainability of procesing facilities

2 Note that actual RIMS reporting uses different definitions: for example, for Female/male literacy, the following

data would be reported: Female household members that can read; Male household members that can read; Ratio of
women to men between 15 and 24 that can read; Men between 15 and 24 that can read; Women between 15 and 24 that
can read; while for Food security the following data would be reported: Households experiencing one hungry season;
Month duration of first hungry season; Households experiencing two hungry seasons; Month duration of second hungry
season.

These Level 2 Results (2011 update) are broad results statements rather than indicators, which are rated (see main text)
based on one or more project-specific supporting indicators and qualitative analysis.

22
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Likelihood of sustainability of marketing facilities

Likelihood of sustainability of storage facilities

Likelihood of sustainability of the marketing groups formed/strengthened
Effectiveness: creation of employment opportunities

Likelihood of sustainability of enterprises

Effectiveness: promotion of pro-poor policies and institutions
Effectiveness: community development

Likelihood of sustainability of community groups formed/strengthened
Likelihood of sustainability of apex organisations formed/strengthened
Likelihood of sustainabiity of groups managing social infrastructure formed/ strengthened
Effectiveness of social infrastructure - Drinking water systems
Effectiveness of social infrastructure - Health centres

Effectiveness of social infrastructure - Schools

Effectiveness of social infrastructure - Other

Likelihood of sustainability of social infrastructure - Drinking water system
Likelihood of sustainability of social infrastructure - Health centres
Likelihood of sustainability of social infrastructure - School

Likelihood of sustainability of social infrastructure — Other

RIMS Level 2 Results Indicators selected from the above list for ASSP are shown in Table 5 of
the main text.

Rating scale for Level 2 Results

Effectiveness

The intended results are highly unlikely to be achieved. No further resources

Highly Unsatisfactory

should be committed until a new approach is devised. Consideration should be
given to cancelling component/output.

The intended results have not been achieved. Major corrections need to be

Unsatisfactory introduced.
Moderately The intended results have been achieved to a limited extent. Corrections need
Unsatisfactory to be introduced to improve performance.

. The intended results have been partly achieved. Modifications should be
Moderately Satisfactory | . ;

introduced to improve performance.

Satisfactory The intended results have been achieved.
Highly Satisfactory Intended results have been surpassed. The implementation approach can be

considered as a best practice.

Sustainability

Very Weak None of the supporting factors are in place. Sustainability is very unlikely.
Weak Hardly any of the supporting factors are in place. Sustainability is unlikely.
Some of the supporting factors are in place but they are not sufficient to ensure
Modest L LS )
sustainability. Sustainability is unlikely.
Some supporting factors are in place but additional support is needed to
Moderate S
ensure sustainability.
Strong The most important supporting factors are in place. Sustainability is likely.
Very Strong All supporting factors are in place that will ensure sustainability. Sustainability

is very likely.
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RIMS Level 1 Indicators (Outputs)

People trained in infrastructure management
Groups managing infrastructure formed/strengthened

People in groups managing infrastructure
formed/strengthened

Groups managing infrastructure with women in

leadership position

Land under irrigation schemes constructed/rehabilitated
Livestock water points constructed/rehabilitated
Rainwater harvesting system constructed/rehabilitated

Fish pond constructed/rehabilitated

People trained in natural resources management

Natural resources management groups
formed/strengthened

People in natural resources management groups

formed/strengthened

Natural resources management groups with women in

leadership position

Environmental management plans formulated
Land under improved management practices
Other productive infrastructure constructed/rehabilitated

Staff of service providers trained

People trained in crop production and technologies
People trained in livestock production and technologies
People trained in fish production and technologies
People accessing advisory services facilitated by project

Households receiving animals from
restocking/redistribution

Households receiving animal health services
Crop/ livestock production groups formed/ strengthened
People in crop/ livestock production groups formed/

strengthened

Crop/livestock production groups with women in

leadership position

Saving and credit groups formed/strengthened
People in saving and credit groups formed/strengthened
Saving and credit groups with women in leadership

position

Financial institutions participating in the project

Staff of financial institutions trained

Voluntary savers (disaggregated by gender)

Value of voluntary savings

Active borrowers (disaggregated by
gender)

Value of gross loan portfolio

Active borrowers (enterprises)

Value of the gross loan portfolio
(enterprises)

People trained in financial services
People trained in post-production,
processing and marketing

Roads constructed

Processing facilities
constructed/rehabilitated

Marketing facilities
constructed/rehabilitated

Storage facilities constructed/rehabilitated
Marketing groups with women in
leadership position

Marketing groups formed/strengthened
People in marketing groups
formed/strengthened

People trained in income generating
activities

People receiving vocational training
People trained in business and
entrepreneurship skills

Enterprises accessing non-financial
services facilitated by the project
Enterprises accessing financial services
facilitated by the project

Government officials and staff trained
People trained in community
management topics

Community workers and volunteers
trained

Community groups formed/strengthened
People in community groups
formed/strengthened

Community groups with women in
leadership position

Village/Community plans formulated
People accessing development funds
created under the project

Apex organisations formed/strengthened
Groups managing social infrastructure
formed/ strengthened

People in groups managing social
infrastructure formed/strengthened
Groups managing social infrastructure
with women in leadership position
Drinking water systems
constructed/rehabilitated

Health centres constructed/rehabilitated
Schools constructed/rehabilitated
Other social infrastructure
constructed/rehabilitated

People receiving project services
Households receiving project services
Groups receiving project services
Communities receiving project services

The RIMS Level 1 Indicators that have been selected from the above list for ASSP are
presented in detail in Annex 4.
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Annex 3. ASSP Intervention Logic

The diagram is from the Project Design Document, and shows the intervention logic from activities to
outputs, outcomes and impact.

Goal: Contribute to economic diversification, reduction of rural poverty and food insecurity, and improved livelihoods of
rural communities

A

Development Objective: A viable and sustainable smallholder agricultural sector based on
farming as a business and not reliant on subsidies or welfare measures

A A

Outcome 1: Sustainable increase in Outcome 2: Favourable enabling environment for
smallholder agricultural productivity smallholder agricultural development

Output 1.1: Efficient | Output 1.2: Improved Output 1.3:
agricultural rainfed agricultural Pilot scheme for

mechanisation practices tested, wastewater

Output2.1: Output2.2: Output 2.3: Support
Extension service Agricultural Service framework re-

delivery improved Centres created and focussed and MOA

services utilised by demonstrated and irrigation
smallholders adopted established and
operating

operational strenghtened

Sub-Component 1.1: Agricultural Mechanisation Sub-Component 2.1: Improved Capaciy for Delivery of Extension Services
-Agricultural mechanisation strategy Training and study tours on extension methodologies
-Leasing of Government farm machinery Extension knowledge packages
-Tractor rebuilding scheme Transport and communications for ADs
-Accreditation and training for contractors Recruitment of additional ADs
-Off-season work for contractors Capacity building for agro-dealers
-Access to financial services by contractors Sub-Component 2.2: Agricultural Service Centres
-Testing and demonstration of improved implements Construction and equipping of ASCS
-Testing and demonstration of animal drawn implements Stakeholder consultations on ASC operations
-Study tours ASC Management Committees
Sub-Component 1.2: Improved Rainfed Agricultural Practices Cluster Management Committees
-Adaptive research AMCs and CMCs participation in higher level farmer organisations
On-farm demonstrations Sub-Component 2.3: Institutional Strengthening
Technical training and study tours Comprehensive ISPAAD review including structure and operational
Farmer field schools for conservation agriculture guidelines
Sub-Component 1.3: Pilot Scheme for Wastewater Irrigation Developnent of MOA ME&E and management information systems
Design and Analysis of wastewater
Pilot scheme construction and operation
Component 3: Project Management
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Annex 4. Revised ASSP Output Indicators and RIMS Level 1 Indicators

The output indicators presented in the tables below are based on a revised logical framework prepared during the first year of implementation, but with
substantial modifications based on discussions with the M&E Officer. The following principles and definitions have been used.

e Outputs are deliverables at the second lowest level of the logical framework: they can be “bought” when activities are appropriate and resources are
used well. They are also the level of control and accountability of ASSP: the direct results of efforts made and money spent.

¢ Output monitoring should be possible as part of implementation, “to implement means to monitor’, and should not require separate data collection
efforts. The exception is occasional qualitative analysis to assess, for example, the effectiveness of training.

¢ Indicators are only included for things that need to be counted, not for a single study to be conducted or system to be established.

The first column contains indicators as per the logical framework that was available at the start of the mission. The second column contains modified or
additional project-specific indicators, with a unit of measurement in the third column. The fourth indicates proposed disaggregation, which can be
geographically (by district), by sex (men/women), and by age group (youth, those between 18-35 years old, and non-youth, those older than 35). The fifth
column contains RIMS level 1 indicators related to the project-specific indicator, which can be used for IFAD RIMS reporting. The last column has

descriptions on how the data would be collected (Means of Verification).

Logframe indicator Proposed Unit Disaggregation Related RIMS-indicator Unit MOV - how to get the data
new/revision

Output 1.1 Efficient agricultural mechanisation services available to smallholder farmers

X Government-owned Number |- by district X X Whoever carries out/organizes the sale/lease fills a
tractors/implements - by type form on infrastructure/facilities and submits to the
sold or leased to M&E Officer, who enters in the Structures and
private machinery Facilities Register.
contractors

X Private machinery Person |- by district Staff of service providers - male Whoever conducts/organizes the training fills a
contracters trained - men / women trained - female |template/monitoring form for training, submits to

M&E focal point, who submits to M&E Officer, who
enters in Training Register.

X Private machinery Person |- by district People trained in business - male Whoever provides/organizes the services fills a
contracters provided - men / women and entrepreneurship skills - female |template/monitoring form for training, submits to
with Business M&E focal point, who submits to M&E Officer, who
Development Services enters in Training Register.

60% of farm Private machinery Person |- by district X X Whoever registers machinery operators submits

machinery
contractors
accredited with
appropriate
equipment and
quality services.

operators accredited

- men / women

data to the M&E Officer, who enters in a General
Register.
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Logframe indicator Proposed Unit Disaggregation Related RIMS-indicator Unit MOV - how to get the data
new/revision

Level of farmer X (outcome level) X X X X X

satisfaction with

services provided by

MOA and private

contractors

X Demonstrations with Number |- by district X X Whoever organizes a demonstration submits data
improved mechanized to the M&E focal point, who submits to M&E
agricultural equipment Officer, who enters in a General Register.

X Demonstrations with Number |- by district X X Whoever organizes a demonstration submits data
improved animal-drawn to the M&E focal point, who submits to M&E
agricultural implements Officer, who enters in a General Register.

X Mechanisation officers |Person |- men/women Government officials and staff |- male Whoever conducts/organizes the training fills a
trained on agricultural trained - female |template/monitoring form for training, submits to
equipment and farm M&E focal point, who submits to M&E Officer, who
operations enters in Training Register.

X Private contractors Person |- by district Staff of service providers - male Whoever conducts/organizes the training fills a
trained on agricultural - men / women trained - female |template/monitoring form for training, submits to
equipment and farm M&E focal point, who submits to M&E Officer, who
operations enters in Training Register.

Output 1.2 Improved rainfed agricultural practices adapted, tested and demonstrated

X Adaptive research trial Number | by district X X Officer who established/is responsible for a site

. ; reports to M&E focal point, who submits to M&E
sites established Off . ;
icer, who enters in General Register.
X Adaptive research trials Number | by district X X Whoever conducts/is responsible for a trial reports
to M&E focal point, who submits to M&E Officer,
conducted . )
who enters in General Register.

X Adaptive research Number |x X X Reports are submitted to PMT, M&E Officer enters
reports produced key data in General Register.

X SMSs, ADs and lead Person |- men/women Government officials and staff | - male Whoever conducts the training/study tour fills a
farmers trained in trained - female |template/monitoring form for training, submits to
improved crop M&E focal point, who submits to M&E Officer, who
production enters in Training Register.
technologies

No. of demonstration | Demonstration plots Number | by district X X Officer who established/is responsible for a plot

plots in Project area |established in the reports to M&E focal point, who submits to M&E
project area Officer, who enters in General Register.

X Crop demonstrations Number | by district X X Whoever organizes a demonstration fills a

conducted at
demonstration sites

template/monitoring form for training, submits to
M&E focal point, who submits to M&E Officer, who
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Logframe indicator Proposed Unit Disaggregation Related RIMS-indicator Unit MOV - how to get the data
new/revision
X Farmers exposed to Person |- by district People trained in crop - male enters in Training Register.
improved crop - men / women production and technologies |- female
production methods at - persons 35 years
demonstration plots old or below
X E . . Person |- men/women People trained in crop - male Whoever conducts the training fills a
armers trained in . . L - .
conservation - persons 35 years | production and technologies |- female template/monlltorlng form for training, submlts to
. old or below M&E focal point, who submits to M&E Officer, who
agriculture s - .
enters in Training Register.
Output 1.3 Pilot scheme for smallholder wastewater irrigation established
No of active Smallholder farmers to |Person |- men/women People in groups managing - male List of members kept by scheme committee. PMT
smallholder irrigation |whom land in the pilot - persons 35 years |infrastructure - female |irrigation officer fills/updates a template/monitoring
farmers in pilot scheme has been old or below formed/strengthened form for farmer groups/associations/committees
scheme allocated and submits to M&E Officer, who enters in Groups
Reqgister.
Land under irrigation | Developed irrigable Ha X Land under irrigation Ha Developed means land is ready to be cropped and
scheme constructed |area in the irrigation schemes systems are ready to deliver water. AWPB to
scheme constructed/rehabilitated include scheme development as activity with ha as
target. PMT irrigation officer provides updated
information, M&E Officer enters in ... register.
X People trained in Person |- men/women People trained in - male Whoever conducts the training fills a
irrigation scheme - persons 35 years | infrastructure management - female |template/monitoring form for training, submits to
management old or below PMT irrigation officer, who submits to M&E Officer,
who enters in Training Register.
X Farmers trained in Person |- men/women People trained in crop - male Whoever conducts the training fills a
irrigated crop - persons 35 years | production and technologies |- female |template/monitoring form for training, submits to
production old or below PMT irrigation officer, who submits to M&E Officer,
who enters in Training Register.
X Farmers trained post- |Person |- men/women People trained in post- - male Whoever conducts the training fills a
harvest handling / - persons 35 years | production, processing and - female |template/monitoring form for training, submits to
marketing of irrigated old or below marketing PMT irrigation officer, who submits to M&E Officer,
crops who enters in Training Register.
Component 2. Enabling Environment for Smallholder Agriculture
Output 2.1 Capacity to deliver extension services improved
Staff of extension SMSs and ADs trained |Person |- by district Government officials and staff | - male Whoever conducts the training fills a
service providers in extension - men / women trained - female |template/monitoring form for training, submits to
trained methodologies M&E Officer, who enters in Training Register.
X Additional ADs Person |- by district X X M&E focal point submits data to M&E Officer who

recruited and mobile

- men / women

enters in General Register.
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Logframe indicator Proposed Unit Disaggregation Related RIMS-indicator Unit MOV - how to get the data
new/revision

Extension worker: Ratio of farmers per Farmer/ |- by district X X ADs submit data on clients to M&E focal point, who

farmer ratios reduced | extension worker AD submits to M&E Officer, who enters in General

in Project areas recuced Register.

At least 30% female |x (a gender target) X X X X X

ADs on project areas

Level of farmer x (outcome level) X X X X X

satisfaction with

extension services

X Agro-dealers trained Person |- by district Staff of service providers - male Whoever conducts the training fills a

- men / women trained - female |template/monitoring form for training, submits to

M&E focal point, who submits to M&E Officer, who
enters in Training Register.

X Village-based agents Person |- by district X X Whoever conducts the training fills a

trained

- men/women

template/monitoring form for training, submits to
M&E focal point, who submits to M&E Officer, who
enters in Training Register.

Output 2.2 Agricultural Service Centres constructed and equipped to provi

de stakeholder identified services

No. of farmer X X X X X X

organisations formed

and/or strengthened

and their level of

participation in higher

level organisations

No of ASC ASCs established Number |- by district X Established means physical construction
management completed and management committee in place.
committees M&E focal point fills/updates a template/monitoring
established and form for groups/associations/committees, submits
active M&E Officer, who enters in Groups Register.

No of cluster Cluster management Number |- by district X AD working with cluster fills/updates a
management committees established template/monitoring form for farmer

committees / supported groups/associations/committees, submits to M&E
established and focal point, who submits to M&E Officer, who
active enters in Groups Register.

Representation of X X X X X X

ASC and cluster
committees in higher
level farmer
organisations
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Logframe indicator Proposed Unit Disaggregation Related RIMS-indicator Unit MOV - how to get the data
new/revision
Increase in the Enterprises servicing Number |- by district X M&E focal point fills/updates a template/monitoring

number of
businesses providing
services through the
ASCs

smallholder farmers
operating from ASCs

form for institutions, submits to M&E Officer, who
enters in a register.

Output 2.3 Core agricultural institutional framework re

-focussed, and strengthened

Policy change Changes made to Number |x X Data from ?. M&E Officer enters data in General

regarding ISPAAD ISPAAD operations / Register.

approach services as a result of
the ASSP-supported
comprehensive review

MOA M&E and MIS | x X X X X

operating effectively

by end of 2014

Average time taken | Farmers benefitting Person |- men/women X Data from Land Boards the project works with.

to process a land from new land - persons 35 years M&E Officer enters data in General Register.

application through allocations old or below

district land boards

reduced

Component 3. Project Management

Output 3.1 Effective project administration and coordination

X Key consultative Number |x X Startup and annual stakeholder workshops. M&E
stakeholder workshops Officer enters data in General Register.
held

X Study and survey Number |x X Baseline, gender, MTR, PCR, 3 special studies.
reports produced M&E Officer enters data in General Register.

X Project expenditure BWP X X Total expenditure from project accounts divided by
compared to budgets total budget in AWPB. M&E Officer enters data in

General Register.
X AWPBs, progress and |Number |Xx X Three per year. IFAD provides data on documents

audit reports submitted
on time

considered submitted on time. M&E Officer enters
data in General Register.
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Annex 5. Revised ASSP Outcome Indicators and RIMS Level 2 Results

The outcome indicators presented in the table below are based on a revised logical framework prepared during the first year of implementation, but with
substantial modifications based on discussions with the M&E Officer. The first column contains indicators as per the logical framework that was available at
the start of the mission. The second column contains modified or additional project-specific indicators, with a unit of measurement in the third column. The
fourth indicates proposed disaggregation, which can be geographically (by district), by sex (men/women), and by age group (youth, those between 18-35
years old, and non-youth, those older than 35). The fifth column contains RIMS level 2 results statements, related to the project-specific indicator, which
would be used for IFAD RIMS reporting by givinig them a rating on a scale from 1-6, most likely starting at the end of year 3 (2014/15), for RIMS reporting due

by March 2015. The last column has descriptions on how the data would be collected (Means of Verification).

Logframe indicator

| Proposed new/revision |

Unit

Disaggregation |

Related RIMS-result

MOV

Development Objective:
measures

achieve a viable and sustainable smallholder agricultural sector based on farming as a business, and not reliant on subsidies or welfare

65% of targeted 20,000 | x (impact level and difficult | x X X X
rural HH double to measure)
incomes from crops
50% reduction in Average value (in real BWP X
number of rural terms) of subsidized inputs -
. : - men / women Annual survey of 100 benefitting farmers
households receiving received by target group L . .
s ; - persons 35 years starting in year 3 or year 4. Also included in
subsidised agricultural | farmers . .
) Ay old or below baseline survey and completion survey.
inputs (within 20 km of
ASCs)
Increase (in real terms) of - men / women Annual survey of 100 benefitting farmers
X average household income | % - persons 35 years (X starting in year 3 or year 4. Also included in
from crops sold old or below baseline survey and completion survey.
Proportion of |rr|gat|on . - men / women leellhopd Qf sustainability of ' Scheme management record data. M&E Officer
X farmers who have paid % - persons 35 years | productive infrastructure - Irrigation
. o to collect from scheme management.
their dues/contributions old or below schemes
Outcome 1: sustainable increase in smallholder agricultural productivity
Number of farmers
adopting recommended x (move to outcome 2) X X X X
technologies (RIMS
2.2.2)
Average rainfed crop
Zlc‘)arldrs;u(rr:fngetérrnﬂ?t’ ér\é)er: Q(Jrigilzegd ;%rr r?lllTrfr? ‘ - men / women Effectiveness: improved agricultural Annual survey of 100 benefitting farmers
9 9 P » 8019 ’ kg/ha - persons 35 years - Imp 9 ’ starting in year 3 or year 4. Also included in

households increased
from 0.25 to 1.0 t/ha by

2016

millet) among target
households

old or below

livestock and fishery production

baseline survey and completion survey.
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Logframe indicator Proposed new/revision Unit Disaggregation Related RIMS-result MOV
Proportion of target - men / women Annual survey of 100 benefitting farmers
X households reporting yield | % - persons 35 years starting in year 3 or year 4. Also included in
increase for rainfed crops old or below baseline survey and completion survey.
At least 195,000 ha of
crops grown in Project
area using appropriate | x X X X X
cultivation and planting
methods
Total area cropped and - men/women Double cropping possible. Scheme
. ; - Effectiveness of productive management to collect and record data from
X harvested in the irrgation ha - persons 35 years

scheme

old or below

infrastructure - Irrigation schemes

members. M&E Officer to collect from scheme
management.

Outcome 2: favourable e

nabling environment for smallholde

r agricultural development

New number of x (output level) X X X X
groups/organizations
operational/functional
(RIMS 2.2.3), (includes
ASC and cluster
management
committees)
Number of groups x (output level) X X X X
[clusters formed
Number of farmers Proportion of target group
. farmers adopting - men / women Annual survey of 100 benefitting farmers
adopting recommended hnoloai Y 3 L 3 4 Also included i
technologies (RIMS technologies o - persons 35 years startlr_\g in year 3 or year 4. Also included in
recommended by the old or below baseline survey and completion survey.
2.2.2) (from outcome 1) project
Machinery operators trained will keep records
. . - men/women ) .
x Proportion of farmers using % - persons 35 vears (form) on farmers they hire equipment to. M&E
hired mechanized services | ”° p y focal point collects data, submits to M&E
old or below . L ) - o -
Effectiveness: improved performance | Officer, who enters in monitoring register.
- men / women of service providers Machinery operators trained will keep records
Cropped area covered (form) on farmers they hire equipment to and
X ; . . ha - persons 35 years ; .
using mechanized services areas. M&E focal point collects data, submits to
old or below . . o .
M&E Officer, who enters in monitoring register.
Cropoed area under - men / women Annual survey of 100 benefitting farmers
X PP ) : ha - persons 35 years starting in year 3 or year 4. Also included in
Conservation Agriculture . )
old or below baseline survey and completion survey.
Farmers using ASC-based ASC management to work with ASC-based
X Person |- men/women

services

enterprises to record total numbers of clients.
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Logframe indicator Proposed new/revision Unit Disaggregation Related RIMS-result MOV

Proportion C.)f ralnfgd - men / women Annual survey of 100 benefitting farmers
farmers satisfied with o o . .

x (from output level) . . % - persons 35 years starting in year 3 or year 4. Also included in
available agricultural . )

. old or below baseline survey and completion survey.

services
Proportion of irrigation - men / women Annual survey of 100 benefitting farmers

X farmers satisfied with % - persons 35 years starting in year 3 or year 4. Also included in
available services old or below baseline survey and completion survey.
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Annex 6. ASSP Impact Indicators

Goalllmpact Level. The goal of the project is to contribute to economic diversification, reduction of rural poverty and food insecurity, and improved
livelihoods of rural communities. Three standard IFAD RIMS indicators are used to measure impact. Results that are more specifically relevant for the MoA
are captured at outcome level, including yield levels and increased income from crops sold.

No. | RIMS Level 3 Indicator Unit Suggested approach to measurement / data collection

Standard RIMS survey.

Over a large sample of households, increased crop output and income from crops would result in improved nutrition for the
entire household and especially for children, through increased food security due to an increased food stock and capacity to
% buy food if necessary. Over time, chronic malnutrition which reflects deprivation over a period of months or years, would
reduce for children in target group households. During household interviews, collect data on height and weight of children
under five years old. Baseline and impact surveys compare totals. Disaggregate by sex / age group of the project beneficiary /
head of household.

Reduction in prevalence
of child malnutrition

Standard RIMS survey.
Over a large number of households, increased income from crops would result in increased asset ownership: people invest in

Increase in social and household/productive assets. Ask households about ownership for standard assets on the RIMS questionnaire, add some

productive assets of rural

2 h % country-specific assets if needed. Repeat and compare baseline-impact situation. There are various ways to report the findings
ouseholds (household . . ; ) .
asset index) in an impact report: for examp!e, number of households that own at Igast 4 out of 9 assets has increased from... to..; nu.m.ber
of households that own a mobile phone has increased from .. to .. Disaggregate by sex / age group of the project beneficiary /
head of household.
Standard RIMS survey.
Over a large sample of households, increased crop output and income from crops would result in increased food security due
Households for which to an increased food stock and capacity to buy food if necessary, and therefore a reduced prevalence/duration of the ‘hungry
3 food security has % season’. Ask households if they experienced a hungry season during the last 12 months (food stock finished, money
improved inadequate to buy food) — record yes/no. Baseline and impact surveys compare totals. Ask households about the start

(month) and end (month) of the hungry season — note these down. Baseline and impact survey, calculate averages duration
of the hungry season (months), compare. Disaggregate by sex / age group of the project beneficiary / head of household.
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Annex 7. Draft Terms of Reference for Baseline Survey

MINISTRY OF AGRICULTURE
AGRICULTURAL SERVICES SUPPORT PROJECT (ASSP)
TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR A BASELINE SURVEY
Draft

1. BACKGROUND

The Government of Botswana (GoB) with support from the International Fund for Agricultural
Development (IFAD) is implementing the Agricultural Services Support Project (ASSP). The overall
goal and expected impact of ASSP is to “contribute to economic diversification, reduction of rural
poverty and food insecurity, and improved livelihoods of rural communities”. The project intends to
achieve one development objective, “a viable and sustainable smallholder agricultural sector based
on farming as a business, and not reliant on subsidies or welfare measures” and two project
outcomes, “sustainable increase in smallholder agricultural productivity” and “a favourable enabling
environment for smallholder agricultural development’, through:

1. a shift in emphasis from horizontal expansion of rainfed agriculture to improvement in agricultural
productivity through lower-cost mechanisation options combined with improved rainfed crop
agronomy;

2. more effective service delivery to farmers through Agricultural Service Centres (ASC) and the
extension system generally;

3. a pilot scheme to develop and demonstrate a viable model for small-scale irrigation based on
treated wastewater; and

4. institutional strengthening aimed at improving the effectiveness of ISPAAD and enhance the
capacity of the Ministry of Agriculture (MOA) to undertake monitoring and evaluation and
information management.

The project’'s target group consists of around 20,000 farming households, with a focus on
smallholders experiencing household food and income insecurity, but with the potential to benefit from
improved agricultural services and technologies. Within this population there are four principal groups
to be targeted:

1. smallholder households hiring tractors for land preparation and planting;

2. households who continue to cultivate at least part of their land using draught animals (and may
hire out their draught power to others);

3. women as smallholder farmers in their own right, as well as women in married households; and
4. youth who are currently engaged, or potential new entrants info smallholder agriculture.

The project has two main components.

Component 1. Sustainable Agricultural Production. This will include: formulating and implementing an
agricultural mechanisation strategy with particular attention to the role of the private sector; a tractor
and implement census; training and accreditation of private machinery contractors; testing and
demonstration of improved agricultural implements; testing and demonstration of improved animal
drawn implements; training on low cost minimum tillage and zero tillage systems; adaptive research
trials for rainfed crop production; demonstrations in farmer fields on sound agronomic practices;
training for extension workers, subject matter specialists, and lead farmers; farmer field schools for
conservation agriculture; establishment and operation of a 29 ha pilot wastewater irrigation scheme
attached to the Palapye wastewater treatment plant, including irrigation infrastructure, scheme
management and farmer training.

Component 2. Enabling Environment for Smallholder Agriculture. This will include: training for frontline
and sub-district extension staff in extension methodologies; developing gender- and youth-sensitive
extension packages; improved transport and communication for extension staff; improving extension
worker: farmer ratios; capacity building among agro-dealers; constructing and equipping fifteen
Agricultural Service Centres (ASC), for provision of farm inputs, information, training/extension
services, financial services and market linkages (depending on farmer requirements at different
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locations); support for cluster management committees to facilitate the provision of mechanisation
and other services to smallholders who have agreed to aggregate and fence their land; and
strengthening of support institutions such as the MoA and Land Boards.

ASSP became operational in February 2012 and will be implemented over five years, to be completed
by March 2017. The project is being implemented under the Department of Crop Production (DCP) of
the MoA. A Project Management Team (PMT) has been established for the day-to-day coordination
and management of the project.

Planning, monitoring and evaluation are critical and on-going functions under ASSP, to track
implementation progress and key performance indicators of the project. As part of these efforts, ASSP
intends to use funding available under the project to engage a consultant to conduct baseline survey
activities in accordance with these Terms of Reference (TOR).

2. SCOPE OF THE BASELINE SURVEY

The objective of the consultancy is to provide information on the situation of the target group at the
start of the project. This will enable ASSP to assess, in the future, the extent to which project
objectives are being achieved. This focused baseline survey is expected to collect limited quantitative
and qualitative data that is directly related to project objectives and indicators, regarding the
agricultural activities, as well as household characteristics, of target group households. This will
involve the following.

1. Collect quantitative baseline data for key impact indicators (see appendix 1) of the project
following a standard approach developed by IFAD under its Result and Impact Management
System (RIMS) and described in Results and Impact Management System, Practical Guidance
for Impact Surveys, available at http://www.ifad.org/operations/rims. These guidelines describe
the approach (sampling and data collection methodology). A questionnaire is available for data
collection, as well as Standard software for data entry and processing.

2. Collect quantitative baseline data for key outcome indicators (see appendix 1) of the project. This
will require preparation of a supplementary questionnaire that will be used in conjunction with the
RIMS questionnaire. Processing and analysis of data on these indicators would be done using
standard survey tools.

3. Provide qualitative, contextual baseline information for the households and livelihoods of farmers,
which will lead to a better understanding of the currently existing production systems. This
information should include the importance for rural households of income obtained from crops; the
availability, utilization and quality of agricultural services; the needs, constraints, opportunities and
priorities as seen by smallholder producers.

4. Prepare a draft study report, present the findings of the baseline study to key stakeholders at a
workshop, and incorporate the feedback in a final study report.

The standard sample size used by IFAD in baseline/impact surveys, 900 households, is expected to
be used. However, this may be modified in discussion between the consultant and ASSP. The survey
findings, presented in a baseline study report, will be used in the future to assess the impact of the
project, through small repeat surveys that will start after mid-term, as well as a large survey at
completion of the project.

3. SPECIFIC TASKS EXPECTED TO BE CARRIED OUT

1. Review the project as described in the Project Design Document. Make suggestions to the PMT
regarding the quantitative indicators and qualitative data to be collected.

2. Prepare a supplementary questionnaire with questions related to the outcome indicators. All data
is to be collected and presented in the baseline survey report disaggregated by district, by sex
(men/women), and by age group (youth, defined as the age group 18-35 years old, and non-
youth, those older than 35 years).

3. Translate interview questions into local language as needed.

4. Prepare an outline for short semi-structured interviews to collect qualitative information from the
households to be interviewed.
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5. Carry out enumerator training, which should include field testing of the questionnaire and revision
as needed, giving particular attention to their capacity to observe unexpected results as well as
probing in order to obtain good quality data.

6. Discuss and agree with the PMT on the sample size and sampling methodology for the
questionnaire-based quantitative data collection, that ensures appropriate households are visited
which represent the target group of ASSP. The suggested approach is two-stage cluster
sampling, involving random selection of 15 out of approximately 50 Extension Areas (EA) in the
catchment areas of the proposed 15 ASCs (see Table 8); random selection of another 15 out of
100 EAs supported under ISPAAD but outside the ASC catchment areas; and within each
selected EA, random selection of 30 household that meet beneficiary selection criteria. Selection
criteria will be made available by the PMT.

7. Carry out quantitative and qualitative data collection according to plan, while ensuring that the
quality of the data is to a high standard.

8. Clean and enter the quantitative data from the questionnaires using the RIMS software for the
impact indicators, and other appropriate survey tools for the outcome indicators.

9. Analyse and interpret the quantitative and qualitative information collected during the baseline
study.

10. Include “context assessment”, an analysis of temporary or permanent external influences at the
time of the survey that may influence the results and are important to note for future reference.

Table 8. Planned ASCs by District

District Planned ASCs
Chobe 1
Ngamiland 1
Central 6
North-East 1
Kweneng 2
Kgatleng 1
Southern 3

The consultant will prepare a brief inception report prior to commencement of the actual work, and
discuss this with the PMT. Interviews will be conducted at the household level. The consultant should
prepare the sample of EAs and the household selection methodology and submit these to the PMT for
approval as part of the inception report.

The contract for the baseline study will be supervised by the PMT. The consultant will report to the
Project Manager. Upon signing the contract, the consultant will work under the direct supervision of
the M&E Officer of ASSP, with whom regular consultations are expected to take place.

4, EXPECTED OUTPUTS AND REPORTING

The following specific outputs are expected during the assignment.

1. The consultant will prepare a short inception report for the assignment prior to commencement of
the actual work, and discuss this with the PMT.

2. After completing the field work, the consultant will prepare an outline for the draft survey report
and discuss this with the PMT.

3. The consultant will prepare a draft report, submit this to the PMT and make a presentation on the
main findings and the report to key stakeholders of the project in a workshop.

4. The quantitative data in the baseline survey report should be presented in detailed and
summarized tables for project indicators, disaggregated by district, sex and age group (youth/non-
youth), which should be accompanied by explanation and analysis covering the survey process,
the meaning of the data, and statistical significance.

5. The consultant will incorporate feedback from the workshop and the PMT in a final report. All
reports should be prepared in the English language.

6. The consultant will submit three hard copies and an electronic version on CD of the final report
(MS-Word format) to the PMT. The CD should also include the full quantitative survey data set,
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entered in or exported to MS-Excel. The original questionnaires completed during the interviews
will also be submitted to the PMT.

The Inception Report will detail the consultant’s services together with survey design and
approaches to be adopted. The brief inception report should be presented to the client before the field
work, and should comprise the following: a draft supplementary questionnaire; the proposed
methodology and time length for the field work; the proposed sampling method; any comments and
suggestions regarding indicators and data to be collected.

The Final Report will include all the relevant findings and recommendations. The baseline survey
report will essentially be structured around the project indicators. The quantitative data should be
presented in detailed and summarized tables for each indicator, which should be accompanied by text
and analytical comments including information on the survey process, the meaning of the data, and
statistical significance. It is suggested that the draft and the final reports have the following outline (to
be discussed with the PMT): (i) Background; (ii) Objectives of the Study; (iii) Methodology; (iv)
Presentation of the Data and Discussion of the Findings; (v) Conclusions and Recommendations; and
(vi) Annexes (Questionnaires, Detailed Tables, etc).

5. TIME TABLE

The inception report is expected to include a realistic proposed time frame showing the different
stages involved in the assignment and their duration. The entire exercise is expected to take a
maximum of two months, as outlined in Table 9.

Table 9. Indicative work schedule
week | 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

o Familiarization with the project, prepare
questionnaires and sampling method, prepare the
inception report

e Finalize indicators and the survey instruments,
incorporating comments received on the Inception
Report

e  Enumerator training and field testing

e Field work, data collection

o Data cleaning, entry and analysis

e  Prepare draft report, submit to the client, discuss
with the PMT and during a stakeholders workshop

e Incorporate comments received on the draft report,
finalise and submit the final report

One of the common problems is the assumption that smallholder farmers use standard measurement
units (e.g. kg) to recall the quantity of crops they have produced/harvested/sold. In informal
economies, non-standard measurement units such as cans should be included in the questionnaire,
and the average weight of the different products in those cans should be obtained and used for
calculations.

6. CONSULTANTS’ QUALIFICATIONS

The assignment is to be carried out by a reputable institution with appropriate qualifications and
expertise including the following:

1. proven expertise in designing and conducting quantitative and qualitative socio-economic surveys
and baseline studies;

2. experience with rural development projects and their evaluation, including a thorough
understanding of the use of the logical framework;
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3.
4.

7.

excellent analytical, communication and report writing skills;

previous experience with IFAD-supported projects or IFAD RIMS surveys is not required but
would be an advantage.

SUBMISSION OF PROPOSALS

Interested consultants should submit a technical and financial proposal in separate envelopes as
follows.

Technical Proposal

1.
2.

Demonstrate a clear understanding of the scope of work.

Describe in detail the proposed methodology and approach by the consultant to undertake the
assignment.

Numbers, roles and qualifications of proposed staff, outlining their experience with carrying out
similar work and including CVs and references.

Documentation of previous work of a similar nature carried out by the institution.
Time schedule indicating the sequence and duration of key activities.

Financial Proposal, including fee rates and an overview of reimbursable expenses.

8.

SELECTION CRITERIA

The evaluation of proposals and selection of the consultant shall be conducted in accordance with
Government Procurement Guidelines.

The selection criteria shall include the following scoring: [as per previous tender]
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Appendix 1. ASSP indicators at impact and outcome level for which baseline data is required

Goal

Indicators

To contribute to economic
diversification, reduction of rural poverty
and food insecurity, and improved
livelihoods of rural communities.

e Reduction in prevalence of child malnutrition (%).

e Increase in social and productive assets of rural households
(household asset index) (%).

e Households for which food security has improved (%).

These are all RIMS indicators for which a standard questionnaire is
available

Development Objective

Indicators

Achieve a viable and sustainable
smallholder agricultural sector based on
farming as a business, and not reliant
on subsidies or welfare measures.

e Increase (in real terms) of average household income from crops
sold (%).

e Average value (in real terms) of subsidized inputs received by
target group farmers (BWP).

Project Outcomes

Indicators

Outcome 1. Sustainable increase in
smallholder agricultural productivity.

e Average yield for rainfed crops (maize, sorghum, millet) among
target households (kg/ha).

e Proportion of target households reporting yield increase for
rainfed crops (%).

Outcome 2. Favourable enabling
environment for smallholder agricultural
development.

Proportion of farmers using hired mechanized services (%).
Cropped area covered using mechanized services (ha).
Cropped area under Conservation Agriculture (ha).

Proportion of rainfed farmers satisfied with available agricultural
services (%).
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Appendix 9: Financial Management
Introduction

1. The Agricultural Services Support Project (ASSP) is a 5-year Project, financed by the
Government of the Botswana (GoB), and the International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD).
The project was approved by IFAD in December 2010, andthe Financing Agreement signed on on
February 22, 2012, when the Loan and Grant became effective.

2. The total cost of the Project, as planned at design is USD 25.2 million. The amount as
provided for in the Financing Agreement is SDR 3.625 million or USD 5.65 million equivalents, made
up of the Loan, SDR 2.6 million, and Grant SDR 1.025 million. The other cost contributions include
USD 19.082 million by the GoB and USD 289,000 by the project beneficiary Communities.

The objectives and conduct of the mission.

3. From 20 to 31 May 2013the Financial Management Specialist will participate in the 2"Joint
Implementation Support Mission to ASSP in Botswana. Reporting to the Team Leader for the duration
of the mission and the ensuing report-writing period, the Consultant will cover financial management
and loan administration, with the following specific tasks:

a) Discuss the status of the “Agreed Actions” from the 1% Joint Implementation Support
Mission in Oct 2012 with the Finance Officer, the Procurement Officer and the Project
Manager, and if not yet fully implemented: identify challenges and solutions to the
continued progress of implementation of agreed actions;

b) Assist the Finance Officer in all matters related to financial management;

c) Assist the Procurement Officer in all matters related to procurement;

d) Together with the Project Manager and the Financial and Procurement Officers go
through the financial management sections of the draft Project Implementation Manual
(PIM) and revise as necessary, in order to end up with a complete Financial
Management Manual as part of the PIM;

e) Review the status of the Designated Accounts and project accounts, with special focus
on flow of funds and determine if these are in line with the Financing Agreement; liaise as
necessary with MFDP finance and loan administration officers to establish efficient flow
of funds to ASSP;

f) Review the present MoA ‘Contracts Register Procedures’, and if applicable: assist in the
setting up of a Contracts Register and the use of Contract Monitoring Forms (CMFs) for
effectiveness in following-up on contractual obligations and entitlements;

9) Review the Assets Register procedures;

h) Together with the Project Manager and the Finance and Procurement Officers prepare
and actively participate in round table discussions with MoA and MFDP staff involved in
financial management and loan administration;

i) Review readiness for External Audit, and if necessary assist the PMT to prepare the draft
Financial statements for audit, that are consistent with the International accounting
standards particularly the International Public Sector Accounting Standard (IPSAS);

i) Provide on-the-job orientation for the Finance Officer and the Procurement Officer in
IFAD financial management rules and procedures, including:

e financial management and reporting;

e loan administration and withdrawal application processing (specifically including
SOEs);

e  procurement processes (GoB and IFAD);

e |FAD General Conditions.

k) Together with PMT members, especially the Project Manager, the Finance and
Procurement Officers, develop “Agreed Actions” for the financial management,
procurement and loan administration for the coming six months;

1) Contribute to the update of the Project Status Report;

m)  Contribute to the Aide Mémoire;

n) Prepare a Technical Annex that outlines the current status, challenges and possible
solutions to identified implementation hurdles for the realization of efficient financial
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management and loan administration in ASSP, to be submitted in electronic copy to the
Team Leader and the Deputy Team Leader by the 02 June 2013; and

0) Perform a Financial Management Performance Assessment, on the basis of the
questionnaire provided as Appendix Il to IFAD Guidance Note at Supervision.

4, In the course of carrying out the assignments, the mission engaged with the officers of the
ASSP PMT management, and other staff. The mission takes this opportunity to gratefully thank all
these officials and staff for their time, support, cooperation and collaboration.

Detailed Work Done, findings, Recommendations and Way forward
Financial Management.

5. Systems and Internal Controls: The project financial management systems and procedures
are in place. They are in form of a framework manual (the draft Project Implementation Manual) that
includes the financial planning (through Annual Work Planning and Budgeting process (AWPBs),
financial data capturing and accounting system, financial cash flow management, monitoring and
reporting, and procurement and auditing. The manual has never been updated since the Project
startup; this requires to be carried out together with refinement into clear result oriented-processes.
The key addition is the installation of ORACLE accounting software within the ASSP financial
management system and this is urgently required. Installation of the ORACLE should include the
appropriate chart of accounts to facilitate the financial accounting and reporting by activities,
components and expenditure categories, as well as reporting on actual expenditure performance on
implemented AWPB activities.

6. Other required additions should include templates for financial statements for physical and
financial progress reports as well as financial statements for Audit. The other procedures to be
defined and developed are the reporting templates for reporting the expenditures incurred in the
project districts against the approved AWPB provisions. The PMT currently has no capacity for
carrying out these enhancements and revisions and it was agreed that the MFDP and IFAD should
provide technical assistance to ASSP to undertake the tasks by 30 September 2013.

7. The financial management Capacity, performance and financial reporting: The financial
management capacity for the project is inadequate and the performance in terms of access of Loan
and Grant funds has not been effective and efficient. The financial management functions are carried
out by the Financial Controller of the Ministry of Agriculture assisted by an intern and the financial
controller is not fully dedicated to the ASSP. The Financial Controller is supposed to be facilitated by
MoA’s Planning Office for the access of funds from the MFDP. These arrangements have not been
made to work diligently and in a timely manner for the IFAD Loan and Grant Funds.

8. The project requires a qualified two person team which is fully dedicated to the project's
financial management with no other responsibilities. Their job descriptions should be defined to make
them result oriented with clearly defined performance indicators in terms of deliverables and their
timelines. The financial management team should be exposed to the “IFAD loan administration and
financial management training”. The assistance from the MoA Planning Office for the facilitation of the
access of funds requires to be formalized, making it more efficient and effective. In addition also, each
of the project’s districts will have a specific focal qualified person formally defined and sensitized on
the requirements for the funds remitted to them in terms of accounting and reporting statements for
the expenditure. In order to ensure accuracy and timely performance the Project Manager and the
Director of Department of Crop Production, need to increase their oversight role in resolving the
current funds flow problems and procurement issues with timely, and result-oriented directions so as
to remove the negative effect on project implementation. The oversight role should include a quarterly
review of the Project financial management performance. In order to facilitate closer monitoring, the
following activities will be carried out by the Financial Management Team:

a) Monthly update of books of accounts and ledgers and full reconciliation with the bank
accounts and production of a Trial balance.

b) The reconciliation of the designated Accounts should be prepared at the end of each
month for use as a management tool, and for checking the accuracy of the cash flow and
expenditure accounting records, as well as tracking the levels of the expenditure that are
pending. Withdrawal Application preparation and submission as soon as the prescribed
threshold are achieved.
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c) Quarterly resources and expenditure statements should be prepared. The expenditures
should be presented by components as well as by expenditure categories. The resulting
surplus or deficit must be reconciled with the cash and Bank Balances.

d) A budget performance report with details of activities implemented during the quarter,
their actual expenditures and, comparison with budget and suitable explanations of major
variances.

Table 10: Financial Performance by Financier
Appraisal Disbursements [%age

Financier (USD'000 USD'000 disbursed

IFAD Loan 4040 393.0 9.7%

IFAD Grant 1611 2155 13.4%

Government of the Botswana 19082 250.7 1.3%

Beneficiaries 289 - 0.0%

Total 25022 8592 34%

Table 11: Financial Performance by financier and Component
GoB IFADLoan IFADGrant BN Tota Investments
Components/Subcomponents Appraisal | Actudl Amra'sdl Actual Pppra'sdl Actual Appra'sal Actudl Appraisal | Actudl

Sustainable Agricuitural Production w000 WD % woo| WD o oo wooo 4 wooo woon| 4 wooo woo| %
Agricdtura Mechenization 010 - o4 13330 - | 004 o| o 00% - o 22340 - 0%
Improved Reinfed Agricuitural Practioes 19525 4 2860 00% Aﬂ o 00% 2685 o4
PFilat Scheme for Srell hdlder Weste weter Imigation 225 04 - 0.0% 644| 0 0.0% 29 11355 0%
Sub-total- Sustainable Agricultural Production 30560 04 16190 0.0% 1®| 0 0.0% 29 0 0.0% 6063.0 0%
Enabling Environment for Smallholder Agricuiture
Inproved Delivery of Extension Senices 40620 32 4 1770 0.0% 0 0 00% o 57790 32| 01%
Agricutural Senvice Centers 9990 04 290 00% o 0o 00% o 102050 o4
Institutionl Strengthening 010 - 00 512 25 00% q o130 21| 3
Subtotal-Enabling Environment for Smallholder Agricuiture 144620 32[ 00 20130 0% 512 2 00% q o 0o 16%70| B3| %
C. Project Management
Sub-total- Project Management 15640 2407| 15% 4070 21| 49%4 - 0.0% - 0.0%4 1971.0 209( 132%
Total PROJECT COSTS 190820 2440 1% 40390 21| 05%4 16110 251 1.6% 2800 0 0.0% 250210 281 1.2%
9. Review of the IFAD Loan and Grant Designated Accounts, Funds Flow and Management;

The two designated accounts, for Loan and Grant Funds have been opened in the Bank of Botswana.
On 9 January 2013, the Grant Fund account was credited with the proceeds of Withdrawal Application
(WA) 1 and 2 made up of USD 22,500 and USD 193,000 respectively. Similarly, the Loan Fund
account has been credited with the proceeds of WA2 amounting to USD 393,000. Out of the Grant
Fund inflow, USD 20,284 has been spent on the Start-up workshop and service providers for the
RIMS workshop. The USD balances of the Grant and Loan Funds accounts have been converted into
Pula and transferred to deposit designated ledger accounts in the MFDP ledger accounts, numbers
67615 and 65218 respectively. The BWP proceeds conversion from the above USD proceeds have
been confirmed with the statements from the MFDP.

10. The remaining key task is the installation of the cost centres, through which the project activities
will access funds from these accounts. This important process has been unduly delayed leading to
lack of utilization of the IFAD Grant and Loan Funds. It was agreed that the installation of the ASSP
cost centres will be done as a matter of urgency. Once utilization of Grant and Loan funds starts to be
effected, adjustments to the deposit designated accounts will be made simultaneously, and their
monthly statements submitted to ASSP regularly, at the end of each month.

IFAD Loan and Grant Disbursement

11. IFAD Grant Disbursement: The Disbursement to date has been limited to the Special account
Allocation amounting to USD 215,500 or SDR 139,759. However, as of the date of this mission, the
expenditure incurred is BWP 187,563 or USD 25,000 equivalent, or approximately SDR 16,000. This
represents 2% of projected Grant Utilization. This amount includes the cost of the start-up workshop,
and other training and the share of the cost of one double cab pickup. The expenditure to date is less
than 30% minimum for WA claim for replenishment. In order to ensure timely submission of the WA, it
was agreed that the requisite Statements of Expenditure (SoEs) should be prepared to await the
achievement of the 30% threshold.
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Table 12: Disbursement of Grant Funds and Projected Utilization as at 15 May 2013

Category description

of Taxes

Financing-Net| Criginal
Allocation

Disbursement Up
to WA2

Estimated Grant
Utilisation at 15 5
13

Projected
Funds
Balance at 15
513

Projected Grant
Disbursement at
15513

Y%age

SDR'000

SDR'000;

SDR'000;

SDR'000;

Y%age

| |Vehicles Equipment and Supplies

17%

145

1

144

0%!

Il |Civil Works for Irrigation Pilot Schemes

100%

210

210

0%

Il | Technical Support, on firm Research and Studies

0

0%

(a)Pilot Scheme for Smallholder Waste Water Irrigation

100%

365

365

0%

IV |Improvement of Extension Outreach

100%

230

214

7%

X |Unallocated

75

75

0%

Subtotal

1025

0]

1009

2%)|

Initial deposit

140

140

Total

1025

140

869

15.2%)

12.

IFAD Loan Disbursement: The Disbursement to date has been limited to the part of the

Special account Allocation amounting to USD 393,000 or SDR 254,950. The Loan Agreement
authorizes an allocation of USD 600,000, and the project is entitled to the top-up balance of
USD 207,000. The mission recommends submission of a WA for this top-up, with the aim of
maximizing cash flow for supporting the expected project activities during implementation take-off. As
for implementation, the project to-date has incurred expenditure amounting to BWP 160,816 or
USD 20,000 equivalent, or approximately SDR 14,000 which represents 1% of the projected Loan
Utilization. This includes the cost of training and the share of the cost of one double cab pickup. The
expenditure to date is less than 30% minimum for WA claim for replenishment. In order to ensure
timely submission of the WA, it was agreed that the requisite SoEs should be prepared to await the
achievement of the 30% threshold.

Table 13: Disbursement of IFAD Loan Funds and Projected Utilization as at 15 May 2013

Projected
Funds Projected
Financing-Net |Original Disbursement | Projected Loan |Balance at 15| Disbursement
Category description of Taxes Allocation up to-WA1 Utilisation |513 15513
Y%age SDR'000 SDR'000, SDR'000 SDR'000 Y%age
| Vehicles Equipment and Supplies 17%] 950 4 946/ 0%
Il |Civil Works for Irrigation Pilot Schemes 100% 0 0%
Il |Technical Support, on firm Research and Studies -
(b)All other Components 100% 530 10 520 2%
IV |Improvement of Extension Outreach 100% 970 970 0%
X |Unallocated 150 150 0%
Subtotal 2600 0 14 2586 1%
Initial deposit 255 255!
Total 2600 255 14 2331 10.3%

GoB Counterpart Contribution

13. GoB counterpart contribution and Expenditure: All the expenditure incurred to date for the
Project activities has been sourced through the GoB. For 2012/13, the contribution through
Expenditure was BWP 1.6 million or USD 208,000. This amount includes salaries of the PMT staff
amounting to BWP 1.5 million. For the 2013/14 financial year to date, the contribution is BWP 341,717
or USD 42,715 equivalents. The total contribution to date is approximately USD 250,715. The
mission commends the GoB for the strong commitment to the Project demonstrated by this
contribution.

Procurement

14. Procurement process and management: The procurement plan is consistent with the
2013/14 AWPB and includes all the items not procured in the 2012/13 financial year. The
management of the procurement has not been carried out efficiently, effectively or in a timely manner.
The bidding documents for Goods and Civil works as well as TORs for services are not pro-actively
prepared on time in accordance with the milestone dates in the Procurement Plan. The undue delays
are contributed partly by an inadequate capacity in the Procurement unit of the Department of Crop
Production. The focal procurement officer for ASSP is engaged in other major procurements within
the MoA. The procurement delays particularly for Technical Assistance and services are also
contributed by failure to prepare or make early arrangements of the required TORs.
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15. Progress of the Procurement Plan implementation: As of the date of the mission, two
months into the current financial year 2013/14, only two items have been procured at a cost of
BWP 534,000, or USD 71,200 equivalent, out of the annual budget of BWP 22.9 million or
USD 3.1 million equivalents. The procurement process for the bulk of the balance is yet to start
despite some of them having been planned for procurement in the 2012/13 financial year and carried
over into the 2013/14 financial year. It is recommended that the focal Procurement officer with
immediate effect be detached from other procurement responsibilities and be fully dedicated to the
procurement of ASSP functions. Further, appropriate technical assistance will be facilitated that will
ensure that the TORs for technical studies and designs for civil works for ASCs and the irrigation
scheme are provided as planned.

16. Review of the Procurement process of the Motor vehicle and the ToT training was carried
out, and the mission was satisfied that the process followed the GoB procurement procedures as laid
down.

Loan Covenants

17. Compliance with Loan Covenants: Apart from slow take off of the programme activities the
mission has not noted any contravention of the Loan Covenants.

Audit

18. Statutory Audit: The Loan Financing Agreement require that the audit is carried out and
submitted to GoB and IFAD six months after the end of the financial year falling under audit. The
Financial year 2012/2013 will be the first year of audit. The mission has assisted the PMT to prepare
Draft Financial Statements, Accounts and Reports for Audit that is consistent with International Public
Sector Accounts Standards (IPSAS). It was agreed that the draft will be presented to the Auditor
General by 15 June 2013, to enable his office to carry out the audit. Also the draft will be submitted to
IFAD for their comments as required by the Loan and Grant Financing Agreement. It was further
agreed that the PMT will remain engaged with the Office of the Auditor General, so as to ensure clean
audited accounts are submitted to IFAD and GoB on or before 30 September 2013 as required by the
Loan and Grant Financing Agreement.

19. Internal Audit: The mission notes that the internal audit systems have been mainstreamed as
part of the internal oversight controls of the project financial transactions. It was agreed that the
internal audit reports will be published at the end of each quarter. These audit reports should present
the work carried out, findings and agreed actions.

AGREED ACTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS.

20. The mission requests the PMT to give priority to the implementation of the agreed actions and
recommendations. (Agreed Actions are listed in Appendix 3).
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Annex 1: Project Fiduciary Risk Assessment at Supervision
Fiduciary Risk Assessment — Data Sheet®.

Risk Analysis Summary Table:_IFAD Loan 818-BW and ICGrant 818_ASSP

Implementing Agency : Ministry of Agriculture
Risk Assessment Proposed Mitigation
H/M/L
Inherent Risk-The Botswana 2012 TI CPI was 6.5/10, with L The 2011 CPI rate was
a world position of 3 out 141 countries and placed in the 6.1. It improved to 6.5 in
medium countries. Therefore the inherent risk should be the year 2012.
considered low given that the index is between 3.3 and 6.6.
Control Risks M
1. Budgeting M
2. Accounting Policies and Procedures and Staffing H The mission considers
the FM team as
inadequate, given the
fact that the FC is not
full time in the project
and has no assistant.
3 Reporting and Monitoring Information Systems H Oracle accounting
software domiciled in
the MFPD should be
extended to ASSP and
appropriate Chart of
Accounts installed.
4. Internal Control/Internal Audit M Internal Audit has been
mainstreamed
5. Funds flow/disbursement arrangements. H The MFPD and MoA
have to install the cost
centres for use to
access the Loan and
Grant Funds.
6. External Audit M In Place.
Overall Project Fiduciary Risk M

H=High Risk, M=Medium Risk, L= Low Risk

Comments: The GoB has the best transparent Public Financial Management Governance in
Southern Africa using the yard stick of TI CPIl index. However, thelack of full time dedication
and financial accounting experience of the financial management team indicates a critical
professional capacity gap. This is likely to lead to poor accounting and reporting. The MFPD
support is inadequate, and so is the oversight of the MoA senior management. These issues
pose real risks to the ASSP financial management.

2 Include relevant findings of project supervision and progress reports, field visits, and audit report findings.
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Fiduciary Risk Assessment — Data Sheet®*.

Country: Republic of Botswana

BW.

Loan Number: IFAD Loan 818-BW and | C Grant 818

Project Name

Agricultural Services Support Project

Executing Agency: Ministry of Agriculture

CPM: Geoffrey Livingston

Reviewing Finance Officer:

Date of This Review:31 May 2013

Date of the last PSR prior to
this rating: 28 October 2013

FM rating in the last PSR:

4

Date of the previous Joint
Implementation Support Mission and

rating: 28 October 2013- Rating 4

Rating Issues / Comments /
Topic H/M/L Recommendations
A. Inherent Risks
B. Control Risks
1. Organization and Staffing
Adequacy of organizational structure to meet functional The team is not adequately
needs of the project made up. It is only one
person who is not even fully
dedicated to the programme
activities. The Financial
management team for the
project should be two person
qualified team to guarantee
result oriented financial
accounting and reporting
including accuracy,
timeliness, and prescribed
H deliverables.
Availability of clear job description for key project positions, Job descriptions require
including fiduciary positions. clarity and revision so as to
H respond to (a) above.
Adequacy of project financial management staff (numbers Not adequate. See comment
and skill) matching functional needs of project. M in (a) above
Segregation/ independence of functions for accounting, The appointed Financial
payments, procurement. Controller require an
assistant to facilitate internal
M controls and checks.
Availability and adequacy of operating manuals and PIM exists but requires
guidelines for staff revision to facilitate the
processes for Chart of
accounts, financial
statements templates, and
M withdrawal applications.
2. Budgeting
Timely preparation and approval of project budget, issue of
budget execution warrants. M
Adequacy of Budget (including loan disbursement categories
- schedule Il), including financing plan for all sources, both
donors and Govt., both loans and grants.
L Not yet spent.
Availability of detailed activity plans, procurement plans, cost
estimates and assumptions to support budget requests. M

24
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d. |Availability of physical progress indicators where applicable. M
3. Fund Flows and Disbursements / Withdrawals

a. |Timeliness of Funds disbursed by different sources, including

counterpart (set benchmarks and test sample) L
b. |Efficiency of the funding channels. E.g. confirmation of funds

reaching intended beneficiaries. L
c. |Management of project bank accounts other than Special

Accounts, if any- reconciliations, idle funds M
d. |Banking arrangement and controls (reconciliation of bank

statements with financial accounts) M
e. |Adequacy of controls and authorization process for use of

funds (payments, transfers, Cash/Bank balance

management). L
f.  |Special Account(s)/Dedicated Account(s) Management,

Disbursements L

- size of the authorized allocation and adequacy thereof
to ensure a smooth flow of funds to project accounts L

- Method and adequacy of disbursement used

L

- Timely preparation and accuracy of Withdrawal H Lack of experience may delay
Applications submission of WAs at the

beginning.

- Status on expenditures withdrawn from Special Account L No significant expenditure
but not yet claimed for replenishment, including age has taken place yet.
analysis

- Regularity of Special Account(s) Monitoring and monthly L
reconciliations (assess the reconciliations)

- Disbursements profile - actual vs plans, systemic L Expenditure not yet began.
reasons for differences

- Recovery of SA balances by loan closure. L Not yet due

- Adequacy of documentary support for SOE L Not yet due
disbursements, reimbursements, direct payments and
Special Commitments

- Eligibility of expenditure under Legal Agreements L Not yet due

4.InternalControls - Expenditure, Assets, Liabilities

a. |Adherence to Project Management manuals- clarity and
adequacy of decision processes and sequence of events for
control functions in project implementation. M

b. |Effectiveness and efficiency of internal controls for
revenue/inflows management (review audit reports) M

c. |Commitment tracking and control including comparison Currently under the Director
against allocated amounts by loan disbursement category Crop and the Ministry of

M Finance officials.

d. |Effectiveness and efficiency of IC for expenditures (full cycle
from commitment, payment, receipt of good and services,
approval of payments, classification, etc.) (also read SAl and
other reports) M

e. |Effectiveness and efficiency of IC for assets/liabilities
management and maintenance M

f. Reliability of documentary evidence of outputs realized in
project. Linkages between outputs realized and financial
reports.

g. |Physical controls over cash, documents and records.

h.  |Timely payment to suppliers and consultants No major expenditures
(benchmark and test sample) L incurred yet.
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Eligibility of expenditures for Bank funds with respect to PDR,
Loan agreements

Legality/eligibility of advances from project funds

Compliance with Financing Agreement — both loans and

grants L
I Adequacy of record keeping for fixed assets and inventories
. Accounting Systems, Policies and Procedures
a. |Adequacy of Accounting standards and practices (as
designed/Agreed) M
b. |Recordkeeping (including documentation and filing/archiving) GoB system systematic and
L reliable.
c. |Fixed Assets Records maintained and reconciled
(sample and physical check) M FA register not yet formulated
d. |Adequate documentation and controls for Information
Systems, integration of all sub-systems M
e. |Adequacy of chart of accounts for project accounting
purposes M Not yet formulated
Timeliness of recording transactions, controls on erroneous
f.  |recordings M
6. Reporting & Monitoring
a. |Completeness, accuracy, usefulness, and timeliness Templates not yet formulated
and included in the Financial
M Management Manual.
b. |Interim FM reports (FMRs, PMRs as relevant) or progress Not yet formulated and
reports - timely preparation, submission included in the Financial
M Management Manual.
c. |Follow up of previous Aide Memoirs, FMR/PMR or progress
reports M
7.Internal Audit
a. |ls project activity or implementing unit subject to internal Internal Audit now
audit? L mainstreamed.
b. |Adequacy of internal audit organization - staff capacity M
Adequacy of internal audit scope of work and quality of
Cc. |reports M
e No audit has been
d. |Assessment of matters raised in audit reports o N/A carried out yet.
. External Audit
a e Auditor General will do
the Audit. Already
sensitised and
arrangements are in
Scope of 2012 audit. . M place.
Standards expected to be
Audit report timeliness. ° M |met.
C.  |Quality of audit. M
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Annex 2: Compliance with legal covenants: Status of Implementation

Compliance with Loan Covenants: Status of Implementation — Reviewed on 28 May 2013

Target/Action Due | Compliance
Section Covenant Date Status/Date Remarks

Section 4.01 Loan and Grant Accounts: Upon the entry into force of a | Accounts opened Complied
Financing Agreement, the Fund shall open a Loan Account
and/for a Grant Account in the name of the
Borrower/Recipient and credit the principal amounts of the
Loan and the Grant respectively thereto.

Section 4.02 Withdrawals from the Loan and Grant Accounts: (a)
Between the date of entry into force of the Agreement and
the Financing Closing Date, the Borrower/Recipient may
request withdrawals from the Loan Account and/or Grant
Account of amounts paid or to be paid for Eligible
Expenditures. The Fund shall notify the Borrower/Recipient
of the minimum amount for withdrawals.

(b) No withdrawal shall be made from the Loan and/or
Grant Accounts until the first AWPB has been approved by
the Fund and the Fund has determined that all other Complied
conditions specified in the Financing Agreement as
additional general conditions precedent to withdrawal have
been fulfilled. The Financing Agreement may also
establish additional specific conditions precedent to
withdrawal applicable to particular categories or activities.
Withdrawals to meet the costs of starting up the Project
may be made from the date of entry into force of the
Agreement, subject to any limits established in the
Financing Agreement.

Withdrawals have Complied
commenced

SECTION 7.01. (a) The Borrower and each of the Project Parties shall Complied
Project carry out the Project:
Implementation. (i) with due diligence and efficiency;

(ii) in conformity with appropriate administrative,
engineering, financial, economic, operational,
environmental and agricultural development practices
(including rural development practices) and good
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Section

Covenant

Target/Action Due
Date

Compliance
Status/Date

Remarks

governance;
(iii) in accordance with plans, design standards,
specifications, procurement and work schedules and
construction methods agreed by the Borrower/Recipient
and the Fund;

(iv) in accordance with the provisions of the relevant
Agreement, the AWPBSs, and the Procurement Plan;

(v) in accordance with the policies, criteria and regulations
relating to agricultural development financing laid down
from time to time by the Governing Council and Executive
Board of the Fund; and

(vi) so as to ensure the sustainability of its achievements
over time.

(b) (i) Projects shall be implemented on the basis of an
Annual Workplan and Budget (AWPB). The Lead Project
Agency shall prepare a draft Project AWPB for each
Project based, to the extent appropriate, on the draft
AWPBs prepared by the various Project Parties. Each draft
Project AWPB shall include, among other things, a detailed
description of planned Project activities during the coming
Project Year, a Procurement Plan, and the sources and
uses of funds.

(i) Before each Project Year, the Lead Project Agency
shall, if required, submit the draft Project AWPB to the
oversight body designated by the Borrower/Recipient for
its review. When so reviewed, the Lead Project Agency
shall submit the draft Project AWPB to the Fund for
comments no later than sixty (60) days before the
beginning of the relevant Project Year. If the Fund does
not comment on the draft Project AWPB within thirty (30)
days of receipt, the AWPB shall be deemed acceptable to
the Fund.

(iii) The Lead Project Agency shall adopt the Project
AWPB in the form accepted by the Fund.

(iv) The Lead Project Agency may propose adjustments in
the Project AWPB during the relevant Project Year, which
shall become effective after acceptance by the Fund.

Project
implementation has
just started albeit at
a slow pace

SECTION 7.03.

Availability of Additional Resources (a) In addition to

The GoB is

However the Loan and
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Section

Covenant

Target/Action Due
Date

Compliance
Status/Date

Remarks

the proceeds of the Financing, the Borrower/Recipient
shall make available to the Project Parties such funds,
facilities, services and other resources as may be required
to carry out the Project in accordance with Section 7.01.

(b) In addition to the proceeds of the Financing, the
Financing Agreement may provide that the
Borrower/Recipient shall make available to the Project
Parties during the Project Implementation Period
counterpart funds from its own resources in accordance
with its customary national procedures for development
assistance.

injecting resources
as required so far.

Grant Funds are not
yet accessible.

SECTION 7.05.
Procurement

(a) Procurement of goods, works and services financed by
the Financing shall be carried out in accordance with the
provisions of the Borrower/Recipient’s procurement
regulations, to the extent such are consistent with the IFAD
Procurement Guidelines. Each Procurement Plan shall
identify procedures which must be implemented by the
Borrower/Recipient in order to ensure consistency with the
IFAD Procurement Guidelines.

The process of
procurement is
starting and no
departure from the
procedures is
noted.

SECTION 7.08.
Insurance.

(a) The Borrower/Recipient or the Lead Project Agency
shall insure all goods and buildings used in the Project
against such risks and in such amounts as shall be
consistent with sound commercial practice.

(b) The Borrower/Recipient or the Lead Project Agency
shall insure the goods imported for the Project which are
financed by the Financing against hazards incident to the
acquisition, transportation and delivery thereof to the place
of use or installation in accordance with sound commercial
practice.

Complied

SECTION 8.02.
Monitoring of
Project
Implementation

The Lead Project Agency shall:

(a) establish and thereafter maintain an appropriate
information management system in accordance with the
Fund’s Guide for Project Monitoring and Evaluation with
which it shall continuously monitor the Project;

(b) during the Project Implementation Period, gather all
data and other relevant information (including any and all
information requested by the Fund) necessary to monitor
the progress of the implementation of the Project and the

The system is under
design.
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Section

Covenant

Target/Action Due
Date

Compliance
Status/Date

Remarks

achievement of its objectives; and

(c) during the Project Implementation Period and for at
least ten (10) years thereafter, adequately store such
information, and, promptly upon request, make such
information available to the Fund and its representatives
and agents.

SECTION 8.03.
Progress Report
and Mid-Term
Reviews.

(a) The Lead Project Agency, or other party so designated
in the relevant Agreement, shall furnish to the Fund
periodic progress reports on the Project, in such form and
substance as the Fund shall reasonably request. At a
minimum, such reports shall address (i) quantitative and
qualitative progress made in implementing the Project and
achieving its objectives, (ii) problems encountered during
the reporting period, (iii) steps taken or proposed to be
taken to remedy these problems, and (iv) the proposed
programme of activities and the progress expected during
the following reporting period. 13

(b) If specified in an Agreement, the Lead Project Agency
and the Fund shall jointly carry out a review of Project
implementation no later than the midpoint of the Project
Implementation Period (the “Mid-Term Review”) based on
terms of reference prepared by the Lead Project Agency
and approved by the Fund. Among other things, the Mid-
Term Review shall consider the achievement of Project
objectives and the constraints thereon, and recommend
such reorientation as may be required to achieve such
objectives and remove such constraints.

(c) The Borrower/Recipient shall ensure that the
recommendations resulting from the Mid-Term Review are
implemented within the specified time therefor and to the
satisfaction of the Fund. Such recommendations may
result in modifications to the Agreement or cancellation of
the Financing.

Report 2012/13
produced

SECTION 8.04.
Completion
Report.

As promptly as possible after the Project Completion Date
but in any event no later than the Financing Closing Date,
the Borrower/Recipient shall furnish to the Fund a report
on the overall implementation of the Project, in such form
and substance as may be specified in the Financing

Not yet due
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Section

Covenant

Target/Action Due
Date

Compliance
Status/Date

Remarks

Agreement or as the Fund shall reasonably request. At a
minimum, such report shall address (i) the costs and
benefits of

the Project, (ii) the achievement of its objectives, (iii) the
performance by the Borrower/Recipient, the Project
Parties, the Fund of their respective obligations under the
Agreement and (iv) lessons learned from the foregoing.

SECTION 9.01.

Financial
Records.

The Project Parties shall maintain separate accounts and
records in accordance with consistently maintained
appropriate accounting practices adequate to reflect the
operations, resources and expenditures related to the
Project until the Financing Closing Date, and shall retain
such accounts and records for at least ten (10) years
thereafter.

Accounting system
under design.

SECTION 9.02.

Financial
Statements.

The Borrower/Recipient shall deliver to the Fund detailed
financial statements of the operations, resources and
expenditures related to the Project for each Fiscal Year
prepared in accordance with standards and procedures
acceptable to the Fund and deliver such financial
statements to the Fund within four (4) months of the end of
each Fiscal Year.

Due 30 July 2013

Process under way

SECTION 9.03.

Audit of
Accounts.

The Borrower/Recipient shall:

(a) each Fiscal Year, have the accounts relating to the
Project audited in accordance with auditing standards
acceptable to the Fund and the Fund’'s Guidelines on
Project Audits (for Borrowers’ Use) by independent
auditors acceptable to the Fund;

(b) within six (6) months of the end of each Fiscal Year,
furnish to the Fund a certified copy of the audit report. The
Borrower/Recipient shall submit to the Fund the reply to
the management letter of the auditors within one month of
receipt thereof;

(c) if the Borrower/Recipient does not timely furnish any
required audit report in satisfactory form and the Fund
determines that the Borrower/Recipient is unlikely to do so
within a reasonable period, the Fund may engage
independent auditors of its choice to audit the accounts
relating to the Project. The Fund may finance the cost of

Due 30 September
2013

Process under way
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Target/Action Due | Compliance
Section Covenant Date Status/Date Remarks
such audit by withdrawal from the Loan and/or Grant
Accounts.
ARTICLE XI - (a) The Financing and all Loan Service Payments shall be Complied
TAXATION exempt from all Taxes, and all Loan Service Payments

SECTION 11.01.

Taxation.

shall be made free and clear of Taxes.

(b) The Agreement shall be exempt from any Taxes on
signature, delivery or registration.

(c) The use of any proceeds of the Financing to pay for
Taxes is subject to the Fund'’s policy of requiring economy
and efficiency in the use of its Financing. Therefore, if the
Fund at any time determines that the amount of any such
Tax is excessive, discriminatory or otherwise
unreasonable, the Fund may, by notice to the
Borrower/Recipient, reduce the percentages of Eligible
Expenditures to be financed by the Financing which are
specified in the Financing Agreement.
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Annex 3: SOE Review Checklist

This Checklist was not applicable. The Project has not incurred any significant expenditure,
and therefore no Withdrawal Applications for replenishment have been submitted to IFAD.

Performed by, | Comments
SOE Review Date

3.1 Obtain the SOE-based withdrawal applications
from Project or CPM, or Loan Officer, identify and
select a sample of SOE withdrawal applications
and transactions for field review. A random
sample of SOEs shall be selected from the list of
SOE disbursement applications available within
the IFAD. The LG system is another way to obtain
information about withdrawal applications.

3.2 Review the control procedures related to SOE
disbursement. The reviewer should consider the
effectiveness of the following controls and
document any exceptions:

3.2.1 Appropriate levels of review and approval are in
place and are followed for each stage of the
expenditure process

3.2.2 Procedures and responsibilities are clearly defined
and are adequately documented
3.2.3 Adequate segregation of duties exists between the

initiation, authorization, disbursement, and
recording functions

3.24 Authorization and approval is obtained prior to
incurring of the expenditure
3.25 Documentation is maintained for an adequate

period of time for purposes of fulfilling audit
requirements as well as review by IFAD staff

3.2.6 Commitments are made after applicable
procedures have been followed

3.2.7 The expenditures are properly accounted for into
the books and financial reports of the project, and in
cross-references in the SOE to relevant
documentation (e.g. vouchers), presentation of
information in the SOEs allows for ready access to
the files for review and audit purposes

Review supporting documentation. For each loan,
3.3 the documentation of a sample of withdrawal
applications is reviewed. The documents that
normally support payments are (a) evidence of
receipt, invoice or performance, (b) evidence of
payment, and (c) proper procurement documents.
Such documents might include:

e procurement documents (bid documents,

invitation, evaluation, award)

purchase contract

purchase order

letter of credit

supplier’s invoice and certificate of origin

shipping or import documents and inspection

certificates

e contractor’s or consultant’s invoices or
certificates

e force account records

e recurrent cost records

e authorization for payment
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e evidence of payment/bank statements
accounting records of approvals,
disbursements, and balances available

Question to address in review are:

3.3.1 Is the documentation readily available?

3.3.2 Does it indicate that the expenditure was approved
by an authorized official?

3.3.3 Is it in original form?

3.34 Does it relate to the project concerned?

3.3.5 Are the computations correct and are there any
errors or alterations?

3.3.6 Are the category and disbursement percentage

used correctly?

7.4 Verify eligibility of expenditures. The review
determines whether the expenditures are properly
supported and are eligible for IFAD disbursement in
accordance with legal agreements. Ineligible
expenditures would include:

e duplicate invoices

e payments made in advance of receipt of good
or delivery of services, unless these payments
are consistent with contract provisions and are
established commercial practice;

e payments that should have been made under
normal disbursement procedures with full
documentation (e.g. payments  against
contracts subject to the IFAD’s prior review, or
payments against contracts with values
exceeding defined SOE limits); and

e payments for items that are not procured in
accordance with the legal agreements, such
as:

¢ payments for items from countries that
are not eligible under the IFAD’s
Procurement Guidelines;

¢ payments for items not specified in the
procurement and withdrawal schedules
set forth in the Loan Agreement;

¢ payments made prior to credit signing or
before the eligible date specified for
retroactive financing;

¢ payments made for the expenditures
incurred after closing date;

¢ payments for items on the negative list or
not on the positive list (for adjustment
operation lending).

¢ Payments and allowances made outside
the contracts

¢ DSAs and other allowances over and
above those in Government Circulars and
not having received No Objection from
IFAD

¢ Expenses claimed included taxes
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